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_ §, Animadverfions upon a late Pamphlet, entituled, 
Chriftian Liberty afferted, and the Scripture Doétrine 
of the Trinity vindicated. By a Clergyman in the 
Country. 

6. Scripture vindicated; in Anfwer to a Book enti- 
tuled, Chriftianicy as old as the Creation.” The third 
Edition. 'To which is prefix’d, a General Preface. 
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ARTICLE XxX. 


The Wortpv Unmasx’o: or, The Philo- 
Sopher the greateft Cheat , in twenty-four 
Dialogues between Crito a Philofopher, 
Philo a Lawyer, and Eraftus a Merchant. 
In which true Virtue is diftinguifbed from 
what ufually bears the Name or Refem-= 
blance of it; and the many Prejudices and 
Miftakes in Fudgment and Prafice, in 
regard to Confcience and Religion, are 
examined and rectified. To which is add- 
ed, The State of feparate Souls: Being 
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an Epiftolary Treatife, proving by a Va- 
riety of Arguments, deduced from Scrip- 
ture, That the Punifhments of the Wick- 
ed wi/l not be Eternal, but Corrective, in 
order to their final Reftoration;, with a 
Reply to the Objettions this Doétrine may 
be charged with. And a large \ntrodudti- 
on, evincing the fame Truth from the Prin- 
ciples of Natural Religion. Tran/lated 
from the French. London: Printed for 
A. Millar, over-againft St. Clement’s 
Church iv the Strand. 1735. Odtayo. 
Page. 446. 


HE firft Part of this Work, confifting of 


twenty-four Dialogues, is defigned to de- 

tect and lay open thofe fecret Springs of Life and 
Conduét by which Mankind are really influenced, 
but which they ftudioufly endeavour to conceal 
from themfelves as well as from one another: 
pretending to act on Views and Motives altoges 
ther different from thofe that truly govern them, 
and difguifing themfelves under fictitious Cha- 
racters, which they aflume without having the 
leaft ‘Title to them. This is done ina Method 
which the Editor of thefe Difcourfes thinks en- 
tirely new; and as Novelty is a moft captivating 
Charm, he hopes they will, at Jeaft upon this 
Account, afford a general Satisfaction. Some 
trifling Objections he expects will be made to’em 
from one or two Quarters; the Stile may bea 
little of the gayeft for Perfons of an exceflive 
Gravity, 
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Gravity, and the Eafe and Liberty, which are 
indeed the Beauties of Pieces of this Nature, will 
probably difguft the methodically learned; but as 
it is not poflible in any Performance abfolutely to 
pleafe every Body, or exactly fuit all the Variety 
of Taftes, the Criticifms of {uch as are thus qua- 
lified muft be born with, and the Approbation of 
the more Genteel and Candid will be an ample 
Amends for the little Mortification of them. 

I fhall give no other Account of thefe Diae 
Jogues than this general one: The Treatife that 
is annex’d to them concerning the Duration of 
Hell Torments will furnifh me a large and engaging 
Article. The Subject is of the moft univerfal 
Concernment, and therefore ought to be canvaf= 
fed with a more than ordinary Care and Applica- 
tion, and no lefs Freedom; for every Man fhould 
be fet as right as poffible in his Notions of thofe 
things in which he is extremely interefted, and 
nothing can be of fo great Moment to any one, 
as whether he fhall be eternally miferable or hap- 

Our Author’s Opinion lies on the favoura~ 
ble Side of the Queftion, and every Individual ot 
our Species has all the Reafon in the World to 
with it may be true, and rejoice in the Proof of 
it: This is fuficient to procure his Arguments a 
fair and candid Hearing, and himfelf a civil and 
benevolent Treatment from thefe whofe Senti- 
ments run counter to his, and who undertake to 
contuce them. 

Though I have met with fome, both of the 
Clergy and others, who have in private Conver- 
fation ventured to exprefs their Doubr, of the 
common orthodox Doétrine, concerning the ever- 
lating Duration of the Punifhment of the 
Damned, being unable to reconcile it with any 
confiltent Idea they could frame of the Deity; 

x2 yet, 
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yet, none of our Englifhb Writers of any Notes 
as I can recolle&t, have dared publickly to affert 
the Pofition which this Foreigner before me pre- 
tends to demonftrate: for Dr. Thomas Burnet, 
when all Circumftances are confidered relating to 
his famous Book De Statru Morrtvorum, can 
hardly be faid to have done fo: and as for the Let- 
tor of Refolution about Origen, and another Piece 
called, Zhe Pillars of Hell fhaken, if the Authors 
of them were of this Country, they were neither 
of them, as far as I know, of any Figure or Emi- 
nency. 

All Denominations amongft us have, and in- 
deed the whole Chriftian Church in all Ages has 
confpired to profefs the Eternity of Hell Torments 
as an Article of their Faith, and have looked up- 
on the Denial of it, not merely as a Difcover 
that ought not in Prudence to be made, left Sin- 
ners fhould be encouraged and hardned thereby, 
but as a falfe and impious Tenet, which tends to 
overthrow the Gofpel, and gives the,Lie to our 
bleffed Saviour. We fee then what a powerful 
Oppofition this Principle of a Refloration has to 
encounter, what ftrong Obftacles it has to re- 
move, and what forcible Evidence it mutt be fup- 
plied with, before it can make its way into Cre- 
dit or general Acceptance: However, our Au- 
thor feems to be under very little Apprehenfion 
for the Succefs of it; and appears confident, that 
whatever Quarter may be given it now, theTime 
will come when it fhall be univerfally in Vogue, 
and its Oppofite be in no lefs Contempt and Ab- 
horrence than Tranfubftantiation is among Pro- 
teftants at this Day. Reafon and natural Religi- 
on will, he is fure, declare without any Referve 
or Hefitation upon its Side; and he imagines it 
has an Intereft equally real and efficacious in the 
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Scripture likewife; which has been hitherto vul- 
garly efteemed its Enemy, only becaule it has not 
been fo impartially and freely enquired into about 
it as it ought. He has here produced it to give 
its W itnefs in his Clients Behalf, and if the World, 
which he appeals to, will but impartially weigh 
its Teftimony, and not fuffer itfelf to be biafled 
by Prejudice or Prefcription, he is in no manner 
of Pain but it will carry the Caufe it is cited for, 
and extort a Verdiét in its Favour. In fhort, in- 
ftead of regarding the Origenian Syftem as hete- 
rodox, or any how prejudicial to Revelation, or 
any Part of Mankind, he looks upon it as the 
moft effe&ual Antitode againft a virulent Error, 
which is fecretly infecting the very Vitals of 
Chriftianity, and weakning the Credibility and 
Influence of it to fuch a Degree, as to afford In- 
fidelity a Profpect of fhortly fubduing and tri- 
umphing over it; and as the moft prevalent Con- 
fideration for engaging all Men to forfake the E- 
vil of their Ways, and confequently, as the moft 
falutary Friend to true Divinity and the whole 
human Race. 

Our Author has chofen to handle this nice and 
important Subjeét in an epiftolary Method, and 
digefted his Arguments upon it into /eventeen Let- 
ters:* thefe are interfpers’d with fuppofed An- 
fwers to feveral of them, that contain fome Ob- 
jections againft what is advanc’d in thofe they re- 
fer to, which, in their Turn, are replied to by 
others that follow them. There is prefix’d to the 
whole an introduétory Differtation Oz the Na- 
ture of the Divine GooDNEss and JUSTICE, con- 


x 3 fidered 


* The Title-Page of the Book calls them Fourteen, and 
they are numbered no farther in the Running-Title, for 
what Reafon I know not, for the Reader will find them na 
fewer than I have here reckoned. 
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fidered in their Origin. And to the End of them 
is adjoined a Sequel, being an Anfwer to a Book 
which attacked them, under the Title of 4 En- 
guiry into ORIGENISM. By m’ Profeffor R 

The Defign of all, as the Writer affures us in 
his Preface, is, to fhew the Harmony of the di- 
vine Perfeétions in the Work of Man’s Salvation; 
and to prove the abfolute Neceflity of real and 
interior Sanctity, in Contradi€tion to the fatal 
Notion of an exterior Imputation, which lulls fo 
many intoa falfe Security. And he moreover promi- 
fes thofe of his Readers, who have hitherto received 
little or no Satisfaction as to the Difference of 
Opinions between the ancient and modern Di- 
vines concerning Predeftination and univerfal 
Grace, the Pleafure of finding in thefe Traéts an 
Explanation of a great many Difficulties relating 
to them, which he looks upon as a fufficient A- 
pology for the Truths they contain. 

Tho’ I might here difmifs this Performance, 
having given a particular Account of it, yet be- 
ing fo very remarkable a one, I fhould think my- 
felt in the wrong not to furnith the Publick alfo 
with an Abftraét of it. I begin with the preli- 
minary Differtation, in which the Author confi- 
ders the Divine Fuftice and Goodne/s in their Ori- 

in. 
Mankind, as he.fays, are agreed that the Ideas 
of Goodne/s and Fuffice are neceffarily included in 
that of the Deity; but they feem to be Strangers 
to the Nature of thefe Attributes, by-fetting them 
in Oppofition to one another. This Miftake ari- 
{es, it may be, from the Eafe we find in concei- 
ving Goodne/s apart from Fu/licey which leads us 
to imagine that they are fo far from being one 
and the fame, that there is even a confiderable 
Difference between them. But if we trace them 
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up to their Source, we fhall perhaps fee, that 
Goodne/s is, as it were, the Center of Fuffice, and 
prefents fomething to the Mind more fixed and 
pofitive than the latter does, feparately contider- 
ed. 

Let us then, fays he, reprefent God to our- 
felves, antecedent to the Creation of any thing, 
defigning to form intelligent Beings, and fuppote 
ourfelves acquainted with this Purpofe: what 
could we prefume concerning the State of thote 
new Beings that were to come from the Omni- 
potent Hands of one that was perfectly happy, 
but that they likewife would be made as happy, 
as their finite Capacities could admit of? What 
other Defign than that could a Being felf-fuffici- 
ent, independent, and abfolutely incapable of any 
Addition to his own Felicity, have in forming c= 
thers after his own Image? There is no Place for 
any thing but Benevolence and Happinefs. The 
pure and perfect Good cannot poflibly do or con- 
fer any thing but what is fo. 

This Idea of Goodne/s is effential to the Deity, 
previous to the Production of any Creatures, and 
is infeparable from any End he can propofe in the 
Formation of them; but the fame cannot be {aid 
of Fuftice, which has nothing in it of a pofitive 
Nature, and is fo entirely relative to Creatures, 
that their Exiftence is implied in the Idea of it. 
And even when it commences, Severity is no In- 
gredient in it, while the Creatures it refers to 
continue guiltlefs. God might be perfe@tly juff 
tho’ he fhould never exercife any Severity at all. 
Tis true indeed we have no very diftiné& Idea of 
the Manner how Fuffice might have been mani- 
fefted towards innocent Beings: but let us fub- 
ftitute the Term Eguity, fays our Author, inftead 
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of Fuffice,f and we fhall fee that God might 
have fhewn himfelf equitable towards unoffending 
Creatures, by proportioning his Favours to the 
Improvement they made of their Talents.* How- 
ever this be, it is certain that Equity has always 
exifted in God; whereas Rigor is merely acciden- 
tal, and would never have been, had not Crea- 
tures deviated from their primitive Integrity. E- 
quity therefore, which conftitutes the very Effence 
of Fu/tice, being perfectly confiftent with infinite 
Goodneis, ’tis certain the Juftice and Goodne/s of 
the Divinity fhould never be fet in Oppofition to 
one another as they vulgarly are. 

But here our Author being in fome Expeéta- 
tion of an Objection being torced upon him a- 
gainft the Harmony of Goodnefs and Juftice 
which he has been eftablifhing, has voluntarily 
called it in, and fully fatisfied the Demands of it. 
It may be urged here (fays he) perhaps, “ That 
“ the Nature of Goodne/s is always to communi- 
cate fomething of itfelf, whereas Eguity often 
“¢ requires that Men fhould be feverely punithed ; 
“¢ in which Cafe it is plain the firft of thefe At- 
<¢ tributes fufpends its Effects, and gives way to 
“© the other.” 

To this he replies, That this Objection pro- 
ceeds entirely from the Narrownefs of our Views, 
which hinders us from perceiving the Goodnefs 
that is concealed under the Appearance of Punifh- 
ment, the Intention of which ts always the Be- 
nefit and Advantage of thofe that are the Sub- 


jects 


+ This feems to be a Diftin&tion without the leaft Diffe- 
rence. 

* TJ believe I have hit upon our Author’s Meaning here; 
but to make it intelligible, I was obliged to vary from his, or 
his Tranflator’s Expreflion. 
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jects of it. This evidently follows from an in- 
conteftable Principle, viz. That boundle/s Benigni- 
ty, as that of God is, can never ceafe to will and 
attually do good to every Creature, as far as it is 
capable of receiving it. Its Effects therefore are 
never fufpended, but coextend with the fharpeft 
Correétions, which ought never to be regarded as 
any other than paternal Chaftifements. 

This Solution is immediately {ucceeded by an- 
other and much longer Objeétion than the fore- 
going. It is grounded upon “ the Revelation 
* the Scripture has made concerning the future 
“ State of the largeft Part of Mankind, in which 
“ nothing appears but punitive Fuflice, or rather 
“¢ Severity: upon the many tragical Events which 
“ befal our Species in this Lite; and above all, 
“* as the moft perplexing, upon God’s permitting 
“ the Fall of dam, and allowing all Men ever 
‘¢ fince to {pring from that corrupted Stock, 
“ whereby they are at their very Birth, and while 
*¢ they are guiltlefs of their firft Parent’s Tranf- 
“¢ greffion, placed in a State of Mifery, which 
“* they are unable to avoid or efcape from, by 
“ reafon of a Chain of vicious I[nclinations, 
“¢ which every one without Exception is more or 
*¢ lefs under the Dominion of.” 

This Argument againft the Divine GoodnefS is 
founded principally upon the Opinion of the E- 
ternity of Hell Torments, and, as our Author will 
have it, deftroys itfelf by its own Strength. It 
proves, as he fays, infinitely too much: it gives 
the Lye to the Voice of univerfal Nature, of 
Confcience, and even of common Senfe; all 
which unanimoufly confpire to bear Witnefs to 
the infinite Goodnefs of God. The Ideas we ail 
have in our Minds of perfeé& Benignity muft have 
been ftamp’d thereon by the Author of our Na- 
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ture, and are imprinted there in indelible Chara- 
cters. Would it be rational then, to fmother or 
filence a Teftimony unqueftionably divine, and 
inftead thereof hearken to Difficulties, built up- 
on Principles that are at leaft equivocal, if not 
entirely falfe. 

But if it fhould here be asked, ** How the 
“¢ Divine Goodnefs can poflibly be vindicated in 
*¢ a great Variety of Inftances that are of a Na- 
“¢ ture undeniably evil, and which to our fad Mif- 
“¢ fortune we ourfelves actually feel and fuffer 
“* under?”? Our Author anfwers: 

That as there are numberlefs Things whofe 
Springs are out of our Sight; fo in order to re- 
gulate our Notions about them, we muft lay this 
{ure Foundation, To judge of Uncertainties by what 
zs certain. Now the Idea of infinite Goodne/s is a 
clear and certain Principle, which we may fix as 
a Standard for adjufting the Sentence we are at 
any time to pafs on equivocal and inexplicable Ef- 
fects, 

The primitive State of Man perfe€tly corre- 
fponded with the Conception we have of infinite 
Benevolence; but the fuffering him to fall into 
the direful Condition into which he foon lapfed, 
has fomething in the Confideration of it feeming- 
ly oppofite thereto, and conteffedly fhocking. 

This Event, fays our Author, I place among 
the Effects whofe Caufes are infcrutable: I know 
not how far God might go in putting the Liberty 
he had beftowed upon Man, to the Trial. Here 
I meet with Uncertainty and Obfcurity: What 
is it now that can extricate me out of it? The 
certain, the indifputable Principle of the Immen- 
fity of the Divine Goodnefs, which nothing is 
capable to difturb or darken. From hence, adds 
he, I conclude, that as infinite Goodnefs — 

e 
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be inconfiftent with itfelf, fo even this Event was 
not incompatible with it, and that we fhall one 
Day be fully convinced of their Agreement. 

However, as he further obferves, this Matter 
may be taken in another Light, wherein it will 
be eafy to fee, that Adam, freely deviating from 
the Felicity he was placed in, could not but fall. 
into Evil; and that having done fo, it was but 
right Man’s Condition fhould have a Tinéture of 
the Choice he had made; * and fo, that what we 
call Juftice is no other than the natural and una- 
voidable Effet of the good or bad Difpofition 
which he has more or lets freely contraéted. This 
Iffue could not be prevented without inverting 
the Order of things, which is inconfonant to the 
divine Goodnefs, and might poflibly be a greater 
Difadvantage to Mankind than any thing they 
have now to complain of: But what Goodnefs 
never fails in, is the fetting all Engines to work 
for repairing the Damage Man has done himfelf; 
this End it has certainly in View, and makes even 
thofe difmal Incidents, whofe tragical Caufe we 
are wondring and lamenting at, concur in the 
fame gracious Defign. 

Tis true indeed, the wretched Circumftances 
in which Adam’s whole Pofterity are born feem 
altogether oppofite to God’s immenfe Benignity. 
In order to prevent them, fome will fay, he ought 
to have deprived dam of Life, and created a 
fecond Man to have been the Father of a happy 
Pofterity. But do we know that fuch a Proce- 


dure 


* Tt might be right that 4d¢am’s Condition fhould be fuch 
as he had voluntarily gone into, againft the kind Warning and 
ofitive Prohibition of God; but I don’t know by what 
Rule of Logick our Author infers a univerfal Propofition, 
( That Man’s Condition, &c.) from Adam's particular Choice. 
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dure would have been fuitable to the Perfeétion’s 
of the Deity? Or are we acquainted what Means 
he may be employing for abundantly compenfa- 
ting one time or other the unmerited Miferies of 
Man’s Nativity? Here again we fhould judge of 
Uncertainty by what is certain. The Uncertain- 
ty, is the Condition of Mankind in the Life to 
come; the Certainty is, on one hand, their Infe- 
licity in this Life, and, on the other, the Pur- 
pofe of their Creator to render them all happy. 
This Intention, it is certain, muft fome time take 
place; and fince it obvioufly does not fo in this 
Life, it evidently follows that its Accomplifh- 
ment is referved for that to come. 

Befides, as our Author goes on, Man being 
miferable as foon as he is born, and before he is 
capable of deferving to be fo, Goodnefs, or in- 
deed Equity, requires that the Happinefs which 
he was made to enjoy fhould infallibly be fome 
time his Portion. Nay we may even prefume, 
that boundlefs Goodnefs will make this tranfient 
State of Evil an Enhancement of their final Good ; 
fo that by the Experience of Pain they will be fuf- 
ceptible of more exquifite Pleafure than they could 
have been without tafting it. This View of the 
Cafe takes away all Ground of Complaint from 
finful Man; and not only juttifies the divine Con- 
duct, but makes all the prefent painful Difpenfa- 
tions of Providence towards him appear lovely. 
The Notion of his being eternally miferable va- 
nifhes before it; and it is hardly imaginable how 
{uch a Thought fhould ever enter into the Mind 
of a Creature, which was not of a moft malevo- 
lent Nature itfelf, and did not therefore fancy 
that of the Almighty to be fo likewife. 

But it may be urg’d farther againft what has 
now been advanced, “* That in order to arrive at 
. this 
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this promifed Happinefs, there is a terrible In- 
“© terval, not only the unavoidable Miferies of 
“ the prefent Life, which are light, and which 
“ will foon have an End, but dreadful future 
“© Sufferings, the End of which we know not at 
“© all. Would it not be worthier of immenfe 
““ Goodnefs, to exempt Men from all manner of 
“ Punifhment after this Life, fince they were 
“© formed and infallibly deftined for Blifs? Why 
“© does not that now actually happen, which one 
“© Day will certainly be brought about?” 

This Queftion, fays our Author, is of the fame 
Import as that already difcufs’d concerning the 
Fall of the firff Man, and all the Perplexity of it 
arifes from the Narrownefs of our Underftand- 
ings. Ic amounts to this, Why did God make Maz 
a free Agent? Fora confined Liberty is no Liber- 
ty. To refolve it, we muft recur to a certain 
Principle. Now it is certain that infinite Good- 
nefs cannot endow Man with any thing but what 
is for his Good. Since therefore it has invefted 
him with Liberty, which might accidentally 
prove prejudicial to him, it follows neceffarily, 
that it is in itfelf fo effential to his Nature, that 
without it that could not have exifted at all; and 
as clearly, that the Good accruing to him from 
it muft vaftly furpafs the Damage he may poffibly 
fuftain from it; but that ic could not do, if it 
put him in Danger of eternal Damnation. It is 
in vain here, by way of Excufe, to fay, that 
without this Liberty Man would be incapable of 
Happinefs, for which he may venture all the pof- 
fible ill Confequences of it; for he would certain- 
ly prefer Infenfibility, and even Annihilation it- 
felf, to a wretched Eternity, or only the bare 
Hazard of it. 


Then 
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Then as for thofe temporary Evils which at- 
tend the Abufe of Liberty, that serrible Interval 
the Objection alledges, it is by no means the 
Work of God, nor has he fixed the Term of it, 
but has left that in our own Power; it depends 
purely on ourfelves to haften on that State of Fe- 
licity which we were defignedly created for, and 
which we fhall furely enjoy whenever we have 
acquired a Capacity for it. In this refpeét Man 
himfelf is the Difpofer of his own Lot; not in- 
deed for Eternity, but at leaft for a Seafon; it 1s 
in his own Choice to aggravate and prolong, or, 
on the contrary, to fhorten his Sorrow. The 
Ule of his Liberty determines it, and no Fate ne- 
ceflarily makes this Liberty hurtful to him. 

I have now done with the Introduction, of 
which I have endeavoured to give as full and per- 
fpicuous an Abftraét, as confifts with that Brevi- 
ty which is required of me. I come next to the 
Letters, wherein the important Dodtrine already 
demonftrated in the preceding Differtation from 
Reafon and common Senfe, is defigned to be far- 
ther confirm’d and illuftrated by Scripture. In 
the firft Letter a Principle is laid down for un- 
derftanding the facred Writings, which is appli- 
cable to the prefent Queftion. 





























* This Principle is, ‘* That the Bible incon- f 
“¢ teftably contains Truths in their own Nature 
“¢ eternal and immutable, {uch as depend on no‘ 






“6 Revelation for their Evidence, nor can be af- 


“¢ feéted, or in the leaft altered by any Exprefii- 


74 
ons, 








* In every Fart of this Abftraé&t, I fcrupuloufly adhere to 
our Author’s Sentiments; I neither difguife them, or tubtti- 
tute any of my own: but I have prefum’d here, and in fome 
other Inftances, to change the Order and Situation of them ; 









and every-where to alter the Stile of their Exg/i/b Tranflacor. 





I defigned both for the Pleafure and Advantage o' the Read- 
er, and hope I fhall not alogether fail of my Intention. 
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“ ons, Figures or Parables whatfoever; of which 
“ Sort are the Exiftence and Attributes of God, 
“ with all the Doétrines or Duties of natural Re- 
“ ligion: and befides thefe (which are fundamen- 
“ tal to all the reft) there are others, which tho’ 
“ perfectly connected with the foregoing, are 
“ knowable only by Scripture Teftimony; of 
“ which fort among many, is, Tle Declaration o 

“ God’s Purpofe of giving his Son for the Salvation 
“ of Mankind; as allo that other fo ftrongly in- 
“ culcated in the New Teftament, That none 
“ hall be admitted to perfeét Happine/s, who is not 
‘© purified from all Filthine/s both of Fle/b and Spi- 


oo 


oUlme 


oO 


| OC gp.” 


This Poftulate being granted, ir muft, our Au- 
thor fays, be allowed, That if the facred Wri- 
tings abound with figurative, allegorical, equivo- 
cal, and even contradictory Expreffions, we muft 
judge of the true Senfe of fuch, not from the 
immediate or feeming Import of the Words, but 
by thofe primary unihaken Truths which are evi- 
dent and invariable, and for that reafon qualified 
to fettle and determine the Meaning of obfcure 
or dubious Propofitions. Thus, what Reafon 
certainly difcovers concerning the Spirituality of 
God, muft effectually prevent us from taking 


Fthole Paffages of holy Writ in a literal Senfe, 


wherein Eyes, Hands, or other corporeal Organs, 
are afcrib’d to him. In like manner, what the 


Light of Nature dictates concerning the Simpli- 
icity and Purity of his Effence, will reétify all the 
| Mifapprehenfions that might otherwile arife from 
ithofe Expreffions, which feem to attribute to him 
re Bthe Paffions of Wrath, Fealoufy, Partiality, and 
fury. This Rule, fays our Author, is applicable 


ito a thoufand Places of Scripture; and would 
flator. 


Read- 


clear up abundance of Difficulties, if rightly ap- 
plied. Let 
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Let us bring the Opinion in Queftion to the 
Teft of it. For Proof of the Eternity of Hell 
Torments thofe Scripture Phrafes are produced of 
everlafting Fire, the Worm that never dieth, &c. 
Now the Matter here in Difpute is, What Senfe 
thefe Expreflions are to be taken in. The Terms 
wever, ever, and everlafing, upon which the main 
Emphafis of this Controverfy lies, are plainly 
equivocal, of various Signification, and frequent- 
ly denote no more than a very long or indetermi- 
nate Duration: there is no Necefflity therefore 
from their genuine Import to take them in a ri- 
gid and unlimited Acceptation, in thofe Places 
where they are made ufe of to figure out the 
Punifhments of the Wicked: On the other hand, 
if we judge of them, as we ought to do, by the 
Rule juft now eftablifhed, we fhall find ourfelves 
indiipenfibly obliged to take them in a very diffe- 
rent one. Our Author endeavours to confirm 
and illuftrate this by the following reafoning. 

God, fays he, 1s Wife, Fuff, and Good; no one 
of his Attributes deftroys another; Fu/fice is not 
oppofite to Goodne/s; nay we may go farther and 
fay, they are fo infeparably connected, that we 
cannot fo much as fever ’em even in Thought. 
In God, thefe Properties are boundlefs; by the 
one, he offers his Creatures al] the Treafures of 
Bleffednefs; by the other, he fills with the Ri- 
ches of it thofe who accept of them, and leaves 
thofe who refufe them deiftitute: this is fignified 
to us by thofe Words of the Ixitid P/alm, All 
they that ave far from thee fhall perifo, and of 
Ifa. iri. 9. Wo unto their Soul, for they have re- 
warded Evil unto themfelves. Divine Juftice then 
is widely different from the Idea commonly en- 
tertain’d of it: It 1s reprefented under the Form 
of Hatred, Vengeance, Wrath and Fary, and 

therefore 
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therefore Goodnefs and Mercy are fet in Oppofi- 
tion to it, to prevent as it were the rigid Effects 
of its Severity. Did the Divine Juftice really re- 
femble this Image, God mutt ceafe to be juf 
whenever he exercifed his Goodue/s, or lay afide 
all Benevolence when his Fuffice was employed 5 
feeing that Wrath and Goodne/s, Revenge and Mer- 
cy can never fubfift together. 

But to paint the divine Juftice aright, there 
muft no Strokes of Cruelty be mingled with it; 
it muft be drawn as an equal Balance, which We 
(and not the Hand that holds it) give a Turn to. 
The Torments with which it preffes fo heavily 
upon Sinners, proceed entirely from themfelves, 
who load it with all thofe Treafures of Wrath 
which they experience the dreadful Weight of. + 
They alone breed the Worm that muft gnaw 
them, and pile up Materials to feed the Fire that 
burns them: as the Prophet J/aiah expreffes its 
Walk in the light of your fire, and in the [parks 
you have kindled; and elfewhere, They have 
lighted the five in my anger, wherefore they fball be 
burnt in my rage. 

What now, fays our Author, are we to con- 
clude from what we have advanc’d concerning 
the Quality of the divine Juftice, but that it can- 
not condemn Millions of Creatures, formed after God’s 
awn Image, to dreadful and never-ending Mifery, 
nordoom them to a perpetual Hatred of him/elf, or 
to eternal De/pair and Bla/phemy. 

Hitherto the Argument has been directed by 
thofe Ideas of Juftice which exift in every human 
Breaft, and which the Hand of our Creator him- 
felf implanted there. ’Tis to thefe he remits us 
to determine in our Controverfy with him concern- 
ing the Equity of his own Conduct towards us.* 

NoveMBER 173f. Z This 


+ Rom. ii. 5. * Tfaiah v. and Ezekiel viii. 
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This Appeal of the Almighty is an irrefragable 
Evidence of the Fitnefs of thefe Impreffions to 
be the Meafure of all our Determinations con- 
cerning his Dealings with us, not only here, but 
hereafter. 

Our Author having, by this time, fecured his 
grand and fundamental P roof, (which indeed j is the 
main Bafis of his Opinion,) arifing from the Prin- 
ciples of natural Religion, relating to the Perfeétions 
of the Deity; proceeds in the four following E- 

iftles to fome more pofitive ones (as he calls 

them) from holy Writ, for the Support of ir. 
Thefe he draws from the Defigu of the Incarnation 
and Death of Jesus CuristT: from the explicite 
Declarations which the facred Oracles abound with, 
That God will not always chide, nor keep his anger 
for ever: and from the numerous prophetical Pro- 
mifes, which thefe two Articles perfeétly corre/pond 
with. Itis the Firft of the Three which he in- 
fifts upon in the fecond Letter: He apprehends it 
to be an Argument of vaft Force, and according] 
Jays a great Strefs upon it: for as Jefus Chrift dy 
bis Incarnation has enobled all human Nature, and 
become the Brother of Mankind, it is not to be pre- 
fumed, he fays, that any of that Race, which is fo 
nearly allied to the Divinity, fhall eternally perifh. 

From this general Confideration, he defcends 
to a particular Detail of what the Scriptures teach 
us upon this Subject: and he obferves, they eve- 
ry where declare that Jesus CuHRistT came to 
fave all Men. There is no Reafon for taking 
this Phrafe in the Senfe of the Predeftinarians, as 
fignifying only the Eleé chofen out of all Nati- 
ons; nor even in that of the 4rminians, who ex- 
tend it no farther, than to an unlimited Offer of 
Grace (fufficient for Salvation) unto a¥ Mex: it 
means nothing lefs than a pofitive Intention that 

2 all 
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all Men fhould be faved, which fooner or later 
fhall not fail of being accomplifhed. 

But to come to fomething more circumftanti- 
al. Jesus CurisT came to reftore ail things, 
Ais iii. 21.* This, fays our Author, implies 
fomething very different from his faving only a 
{mall Number, a mere Handful, and fuffering 
the much greater Part of the human Species to 
continue to all Ages in Diforder and Defolation. 
St. Paul exprefly fays, 1 Cor. xv. 22. As i2 Adam 
all die, even fo in Chrift hail all be made alive. t 
Therefore as it is paft Difpute, that in 4dam ALL 
die, it is no lefs certain that in Chriff Aut fball be 
made alive. But what the Apoftle {ubjoins 
makes it obvious that this Refufcitation will not 
be tranfaéted at one, but be diftinguifhed into fe- 
veral Periods. ‘But every Man (fays he, y. 23.) 
in bis own order, Chritt the firft-fruits, afterwards 
they that are Chrift’s, at bis coming. It is plain 
that by shofe that are Chrift’s, the Souls of the 
Juft are intended, and by his coming, the laft 
Judgment: Neverthelefs he afterwards {peaks of 
another and future ‘Term, which he calls the 
End, v.24. When the Son fhall have delivered up 
the Kingdom to God, even the Father. But what 
is this Eud?|| That all things fhould be [ubjeéted to 

Z 2 bit, 


* I fuppofe it is the Place I have quoted which the Author 
refers to; but either he, or his Tranflator, have beeu fo neg- 
ligent.as to put down és ii. without directing to any 
Verfe. The Writer has alfo, as I imagine, {trained the 
Meaning of the Text, which does not affert that Chrift 
came to reftore any thing; but that she Heaven mujf? receive 
him unTILL the Reffitution of all things. 

+ This Text by itfelf is no Proof of the Opinion it is 
vouch’d for: the Reader muft judge, whether the Explication 
he finds here of the Context determines it to become fo. 

| The Author appears here to be very confufed. He 
takes Exd in one Line in one Senfe, and in the next, ina 
different 
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him, v.28. not by a forced Submiffion, becaufe 
it is mentioned as a thing to come, and from the 
Foundation of the World, all things have in that 
Senfe been fubjeé&t to him; but by Choice and 
voluntary Surrender; and then there can be no 
more Hell. 

The Words of the 26th Verfe are a ftrong 
Confirmation of this; The laff Enemy that fhall 
be deftroyed is Death. Is the Separation of the 
Soul from the Body, our Author asks, the Death 
here defigned? No, as he anfwers; for after the 
coming of Chriff, there fhall be no more room 
for that.* Befides, the Scripture never calls this 
Separation by any other Name than that of Sleep. T 
{tis the Separation from God only which it terms 
Death, the great Death, wherewith Adam was 
threatned, and without which there would be no 
Heil, {o that when it is deftroyed that will be no 
more. 

A farther Proof of the Death here mentioned 
not being temporal Death, is, that the infpired 
Writer ranks it with the Enemies of God;# but 
temporal Death, far from being fo, is really his 
Servant employed in executing his Orders; it is 
the {piritual Death called Enmity againft God, a 

Rebellion 


different one. In the firft it denotes a Period of Time; in 
the other, a Subject, a certain Defign or Purpofe. The 
Queftion, as it is asked, feems to have but little Meaning in it. 

* No certainly ; that’s what the Words plainly denote, 
and that only is the thing they do denote, as far as I can 
fee: and therefore it is, becaufe, not till after Chrift hath 
put all other Powers under his Feet, that End or final Doom 
fhall come, which will put a ftop to all further Mortality, 
that it is faid, The laff Enemy that fhall be deftroyed is Death. 
And not as our Author imagines, becaufe the Death here 
pointed out fignifies the Separation of the Soul from God in 
Oppofition to the other. 


+ A very wild Affertion. 


{ The infpired Writer does not diftinguifh whofe Enemy 1: 
is; it may be confidered as Man’ tg 
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Rebellion of the Creature againft the Creator, to 
which the Title of Exemy perteétly agrees. St. 
Paul {uppofes this Adverfary fhall fubfitt even af- 
ter Chrif?’s coming, and that he fhall reign till it 
is abolifhed, as well as all Rule, and Authority, 
and Power, 1 Cor. xv. 54. Thefe three Names 
can refer to nothing but the Sovereignty of the 
Devil, fince all earthly Dominion fhall then have 
an End. But what is the Aim, fays our Author, 
of deftroying all thefe Enemies? An Aim, as he 
replies, worthy of the wife Creator, viz. That of 
reuniting to bim/elf all his Creatures in a voluntary 
Subjection. After having reigned over them with 
a Rod of Iron, and confumed them in his Wrath, 
(fee the 2d P/alm) then the Son fhall deliver up 
the Kingdom to his Father, that God may be all 
in all, 1 Cor.xv. 28. which laft Words are an in- 
conteftable Proof of the Abolition of Sin and 
Hell, and the Reftoration of all the Creatures to 
Order and Happinefs. ‘This is yet more corro- 
borated by the Exclamation of the Apoftle, O 
Death, where is thy Sting? O Grave, where is thy 
Vittory? If Death and the Grave, fays our Au- 
thor, have no other Sting but Siz, and this Stin 
muft be deftroyed; does it not thence follow that 
Hell, which depends altogether upon ir, muft be 
deftroyed alfo.* 

Our Author thinks he has extra&ted from this 
fingle Chapter a Sufficiency of Arguments {trong 
enough for the eftablifhing his Opinion: How- 

Z 3 ever, 


* This Confequence would follow as favourably for our 
Author as he could wifh, if he were but able to prove, that 
the Exclamation he infers it from had a Relation to al! Man- 
kind, and was not confined purely to thofe who fhould be 
found to be Chrift’s at his coming : But fo from the whole 
Drift of the Chapter it appears to be: and indeed this Wri- 
ter feems to have ftretch’d every Paflage he has quoted from 
this Difcourfe of the Apoftle, 
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ever, being willing to enforce it as much as pof- 
fible, he calls into its Affiftance fome other Paf- 
fages of Scripture, which he is perfuaded will be 


found upon Examination to inculcate the fame 
Truth. 

The firft of Colofiaus is that which immediate- 
ly prefents itfelf, which declares the good Plea- 
fure of God in fending his Son into the World; 
which was, That by him he might reconcile all things 
to him/jelf, whether they be things in Heaven, or 
things on Earth.\| Here is plainly afferted an uni- 
verfal Reconciliation of all the Creatures unto 
God; which is likewife fet forth in the rth, 
16th, 17th, and 18th Verfes, wherein Fe/us Chrift 
is called the Fir/t-born from the Dead, and the Firfi- 
born of every Creature, that in all things he might 
have the Pre-eminence; and in the 16th it is faid, 
That AUL things that were made by bim were alfo 
created ror him. ‘Thefe Appellations of Firf- 
born, and Firfi-born of every Creature, are not ap- 
plicable to his Divinity, feeing that is without 
Beginning; nor yet to his Humanity, fince an 
Infinity of Creatutes were in Being before the 
temporal Birth of it. They can therefore only 
fionify that he is the Firff-fruits of the Creation; 
now if the Firf- fruits ave holy, the Lump will he 
holy alfo;,* and if the Son, as Heir of all things, 
Heb. i. 2. has asked “ the Ends of the Earth for 
bis pra evitance, Pfal. ii. is it not, fays our Au- 
thor, to reconcile etn to Gop, by tranflating 
them from the Power of Darknefs? 

Another Paflage our Author alledges is Eph.i.9, 
10. wherein mention is made of the Myflery of the 
Will of God, which he had hitherto kept to bim- 


felf 
t Ver. 20. 


* It is not eafy to difcover any Force in the latter Part of 
this Argument. 
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felf; and that was, Zo gather together in one ALL 


Tunes in Chrift, both which ave in Heaven, and 
which are on Earth, even in him; and this he will 
do, in the Difpenfation of the Fulne/s of Times; 
i.e. when all things [hall be [ubjetted to him, and 
he foall be exalted above all Priucipalities and Pow~ 
ers, and Dignities, and Dominions, and above every 
Name that is named, both in this Life and that 
which is to come. The fame Apottle, as our Au- 
thor remarks, in the 11th of the Romans allo, 
declares it as a great Myftery, that thofe who be- 
fore had rebelled againft God, and been cut off 
becaufe of their Unbelicf, fhould be again graft- 
ed in, and at laft obtain Mercy 5 adding, Gop 
hath concluded them all under unbelief, ‘that be 
might have mercy on all. Atter which he breaks 
out into this Rhapfody, wherein much more is to 
be underftood than is exprefied; O the depth both 
of the riches and wifdom of God! How unfearch- 
able ave bis judgments, and bis ways pat finding out! 
For who hath known the inind of the Lord, or who 
bath been bis Counfellor? > Our Author fancies 
there is fome fpecial om at between thefe laft 
Words and thofe he has before cited from the 
firtt of Ephef: concerning the Will of i le which 
till now be bad kept within bis own breaft, which 
is nothing but the Defign he had conceived of 
Mercy to all; as is evident from the Conclufion 
of this Chapter, For of him, and by him, and for 
him, are all things, ¢c.* 


Z 4 It 


+ T am not able to imagine what Reafon could induce our 
Author to quote this Paffage in favour of his Doctrine, which 
fo evidently refers to a particular Nation (the ews) only. It 
is a Difparagement even to a Demonttration, to be encumber- 
ed with manifeft Impertinencies. 

* That is, in fpight of the molt glaring Evidence, a Por- 
tion of Sctipture is apply’d to all Mankind, or to all condemn. 
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It would be eafy to add to thefe that have been 
quoted, a great many other Texts of Scripture 
to the fame Purpofe; wherein it is affirmed, that 
Jesus Curist tafed death for all men; that 
He is made the propitiation for the fins of the whole 
world; and That every knee fball bow at the name 
of Fefusy of things in heaven, and things in earth, 
and things under the earth. But our Author bare- 
ly names thefe, and chufes to dwell a little on the 
laft Verfes of the rth of the Romans only, which are 
very clear, he fays, in the deciding this Cafe : There- 
in the Apoftle comparing Fe/us Chriff with Adam, 
makes an Eftimate of the Fruits we reap from 
each of them. 4s by one man fin enter’d into the 
world, and death by fin, fo that death is paffed upon 
all men; in like manner by the righteou{ne/s of one, 
the gift is come upon all men to juftification of life. 
For as by the difobedience of one many were made 
finners 3 [0 by the obedience of one fhall many be 
made righteous. ‘The Word many in this Place, 
our Author fays, undoubtedly comprehends all 
Mankind: A4/] were made Sinners by Adam, there- 
fore all ought to be made Righteous by Jefus Chrift *. 
And here, he fays, that excellent but abufed Text 
is juttly applicable ; Where fin abounded, grace 
did much more abound +. ‘That is, the Grace of 
Chrift Fefus is fo abundant, that it fhall at laft 
deftroy in all Mankind the Sins thefe inherited 
from dam; fo that as they have reigned unto 
Death, in like manner fhall the other reign by 
Righteoufnefs unto eternal Life. 1 have 
ed Sinners, which can refer but only to a very fmall and deter- 
minate Parcel of them; merely on account of a fancied Rela- 
tion between it and another Expreflion of the fame Writer’s on 
a very different Occafion, and which does not feem to have 
any manner of Connexion with it. 
* I queition whether any one befide the Author himfelf, 


will think this a juft Inference. 
Rom. v. 20. 
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I have now accompanied our Author to the 
Conclufion of his fecond Letter, and as far as I 
can judge, to the End of his Argument ; what 
follows upon it being either, 1/7,aRepetitionof what 
has before been advanc’d, witha fmall Variation; 
or 2d/y, {ome collateral Proofs, which add very little 
Force to thofe he had already urged; or 3d/y, {ome 
new Objeétions and Replies, relating chiefly to 
the ill Confequences which may be apprehended 
from his Doétrine. However, 1n order to indulge 
the Reader’s Curiofity to the utmoft, I fhall throw 
into this Excraét fueh Particulars under the two 
laft Heads, as 1 think will be of any Service for 
giving a clear and comprehenfive Idea of this nice 
and momentous Subject. 

The third Letter then examines into the Senfe 
of the Conclufion of the fecond Command- 
ment ; from whence fome new Refleétions are 
drawn concerning the Nature of Juttice. 

As thefe new Reflections add no manner of Light 
tothe old ones that have been formerly confidered, 
I fhall here entirely omit them, and confine my felf 
to our Author’s Senfe of The Clofe of the fecond Com- 
mandment, which he {uppofes no one pretends to 
take literally ; or can imagine that God makes Chil- 
dren accountable for the Iniquities of their Fathers. 
He will have this to be no other than a Form of 
Speech giving us to underftand, that the Dura- 
tion of Divine Mercy will infinitely tranfcend 
that of the Punifhments inflicted by Juflice. This 
isa Truth which can no way be reconciled with 
the Opinion of everlafting Torments; fince in 
that cafe, except the very {mail Handful of the 
Eleé&t, God would difpenfe his Goodnefs to Man- 
kind during the fhort Space of this Life only ; 
after which he would pour out upon them the 
extreme Rigor of his Vengeance through the 
num- 
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numberlefs Ages of an unfathomable Eternity. 

The fourth Letter is an Analyfis of the 107th 
Pf{alm, with fome Remarks on thefe Words, He 
will not always chide, neither will he keep his anger 
for ever *, 

Our Author will havethe whole 107th P/a/m to 
be a kind of Allegory, reprefenting the wonderful 
Courfe of the Divine Wifdom, Juftice, and 
Mercy. The firft Verfe is as it were an Abridg- 
ment of the whole ; O give thanks unto the Lord, 
for be is good, becaufe his mercy endureth for ever. 
W hich teaches us, he fays, That immenfe Goodne/s 
is nol confined to the foort Space of this Life ; but, 
fince it cndureth for ever, ‘mutt certainly be em- 
ployed in the Life to come, on all that fhall be 
the capable Subjects of it 7. And they, as the 
Pialm {ets forth, fhall be fuch as having been Re- 
bels againft the ‘ftrong God, have been humbled 
and crufhed by the Severity of his Juftice : They 
foall cry unto the Lord in their Difire/s, and he will 
bring them out of their trouble, and will refcue them 
from darknefs, and the foadow of death, and break 
their bands afunder. And whither, fays he, do 
thefe amazing Proceedings of Juftice and Mercy 
tend, but to the Accomplifhment of that authen- 
tic Declaration, Every Tongue fhall give Praife to 
God, and celebrate the Goodue/s of the Lord, and bis 
fiupendions Works cowards the Sons of Men. 

I pafs over our Author’s Remarks on the oth 
Verfe of the 103d P/alm, becaufe I would as far 
as poflible avoid all needlefs Tautologies : Let us 
go onto the fifth Letter, wherein thofe prophe- 
tical Promifes are produc’d, which agree with the 
preceding Proofs. I fhall do very little more os 

refer 


* Pfalm ciii. 9 
+ Our Author is faying nothing peculiar here, the Ene- 
mies of his Doctrine aflert all this as ftrenuoufly as he can. 
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refer to them, for our Author himfelf feems to 

think there is no great weight in them; and moft 

of them I believe will appear to the Generality of 

Readers to be of no Signification at all-in the 
refent Controverfy. 

The goth of J/aiah, he thinks, affords fome 
Countenance to his Doétrine ; and he queftions 
whether thofe Expreflions of Every valley hall be 
exalted, and every mountain and bill fball be made 
low ; and the crooked foali be made firait, and the 
rough places plain, can mean any thing but a Re- 
paration of the Souls of Men; and that he fays 
muft be an univerfal one; becaufe it foliows after 
them, The glory of the Lord fhall be revealed, and 
all ficfo foall fee it. 

Another place of the fame fort is Z/aiah xlv. 
23, 24. St. Pag! quotes this Text, Kom. xiv. 11. 
Every tongue {hall give praife to God 5 which here, 
as our Author obferves, cannot be applied to the 
Damned. This Explication alfo gives Light to 
another Paffage of this fame Prophet, that is 
otherwife obfcure, in the xxivth Chap. They foall 
ve gathered together, as prifoners are gathered toge- 
ther in the pit, and fhall be fhut up in the prifon, and 
after many days fhall they be vifited, yr. 22. 

Our Author is very well facisfied himfelf with 
what he has quoted from J/aiah ; he applies next 
to Jeremiah and Ezekiel; but thefe he owns fpeak 
not fo clearly as the other 3 for which Reafon he 
offers his Senfe of them only as fo many Con- 
jeCtures and Probabilities. As thefe are Things 
of little Value in an Argument, I fhall not fo 
much as propofe them to the Reader, only juft 
fet down the Places they refer to. ‘They are in 
the xivth and xxvth Chapters of eremiah, and in 
the xxvith, xxxvith, xxxvitth, and xxxixth of 
Ezekiel, together with the laft 8 Verfes of Mdicab. 
The 
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The Conclufion of the 22d P/alm, the 1sth 
and 22d Verfes of the 102d, the 1ft Verfe of the 
96th, and the 21ft Verfes of the 14th, are all 
of them likewife Paffages our Author looks upon 
as greatly favouring his Purpofe, fo that he thinks 
there need be required no further Proofs upon 
this Subject. He fets himfelf therefore in the next 
place, to remove thofe Objections which may be 
{tarted againft the feeming Inconfiftency, or the 
fuppofed Tendency and Confequences of his Do- 
ctrine. 

And firft, it may be faid, “ It is hard to con- 
“ ceive how a State of Blafphemy and Delpair, 
“‘ fuch as that of the Damned is reprefented, 
“© fhould be proper to re-eftablifh them in Virtue 
“¢ and Blifs.” 

Our Author replies to this by a Differtation on 
the Nature, Origin, and Duration of Evil; in 
which he endeavours to prove, that the Reftora- 
tion of the Wicked will be effected, not by Blaf- 
phemy and Defpair, but by the Deftruction of that 
evil Principle which thefe are owing to. 

That this evil Principle may be deftroyed, is a 
Thing, as he fays, neither impoffible nor incom- 
prehenfible; fince it is not a neceflary Being, or 
the Production of God, but a Diforder acciden- 
tally befallen his Works, contrary to his primary 
Intention, that all of them fhould be good. If 
he has thought proper to let it fubfift and reign 
for a while, he will not however defift from his 
firft Defign, or fuffer the Workmanfhip, in 
which he aimed to draw a Picture of himfelf, to 
be for ever disfigured; nor will he beftow on this 
Diforder a Power of perpetual Exiftence. 

This Zhefis, as he adds, may be fupported by 
what we fee and experience in this Life; in which 
God may be faid to will the Deftruction of Evil 
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in Man, and to {pare no Means for obtaining it 5 
but Man refufes to give up his Difeafe and be 
healed : God does not hereupon force him, and 
there is Reafon to believe he will no more lay any 
Reftraint upon his Liberty in the World to 
come: Yet there is a ftrong Probability the Hu- 
man Will will not then obftinately perfift in Evi/. 
If ic be asked, how comes it then to do fo here ? 
Our Author anfwers, It is through the lilufion of 
the Senfes, which makes that appear to be good 
to it, which really is not fo ; it chufes and retutes 
under the Influence of a Mifreprefentation, fur- 
rounded with glittering Shews; and too forward 
to fnatch at thofe Pleafures which are painted 
with fo goodly an Afpect, it defpifes the Sugge- 
ftions of Confcience, which would deteé& the 
Cheat, and reétify its Choice, and even labours 
wholly to fupprefs them. 

But in the future Life the Cafe will not be the 
fame ; there will then be no amufing Objeéts to 
divert the View, or to dazzle the Mind ; all falfe 
and borrowed Otnaments will be confumed; 
Evil will be feen in no other than its own fright- 
ful Hue ; and the Reproofs of Truth will find 
nothing to blunt the Force, or prevent the Effi- 
cacy of them. The Sinner in this Light will 
perceive his own Guilt and Deformity, and bein 
fenfible he himfelf is the Author of both, will be 
himfelf the Subjeé& of his Rage and Abhorrence, 
as the fole Caufe of his Diftrefs and Mifery. He 
will then neither hate the Deity, nor accufe him 
of Injuftice, as is commonly imagined, but do 
Homage to his infinite Goodnefs, and acknow- 
ledge the Equity of his Proceedings. And may 
not this very Difpofition of Mind, fays our Au- 
thor, be a proper Qualification for his Removal 
into a lefs miferable State, and from thence by 
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Degrees into a better ? There is no Improbabili- 
ty of this either on God’s Part or on Man’s ; on 
the contrary, even common Senfe approves the 
Hypothefis, and the Voice of Scripture clearly 
confirms it. 

The Son of God, fays the Holy Oracles, was 
manifefied, that he might deftroy the Works of the 
Devil. But if the Majority of Mankind were to 
perith irretriveably, the Work of Satan would 
abide for ever, and the Son of the Almighty 
would be difappointed of his Defign. 

Ic is alfo faidy that Chrift has deftroyed death, 
and him that bad the power of it. But if there be 
Men that are damned to all Eternity, the Empire 
of Death will not be deftroyed, the Sovereignty 
of the Devil will be far more extenfive than that 
of Fe/us ; and the former will fhare with the lat- 
ter, the Prerogative of an everlafting Dominion. 

The Scripture likewile fays, that God will con- 
tend with all flefo, and that be will chide with 
MON s but then it is added, that he will not do fo 
for ever: Lfaiah Wii. 16. I will not contemd for 
ever, anes er will I be always wroth; mark the 
Reafon, for the {pirit foould fail before me, and the 
fouls which I have made. Such is the Purpofe of 
‘God, and he has been pleafed to declare it to us; 
tho’ if he had not, the Ditates of our own Un- 
derftandings might have fufhiciently taught us, 
That God being the God of Order, and the undoubted 

Sovereign of ‘the Uni verfe, can never confent that 
Diforder and Confufion foould prevail over it for 
ever. 

Another Objeétion our Author’s aware of, is 
this, 6° That his Principles will infer no iefs than 
“© the Reftoration even of the Devils : For they 
“* were likewife originally good, as well as the 
*¢ other Works of God. And if it be true, that 
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¢ all Things muft at laft be reduced to Order ; 
“ if the Eternity fucceeding Time, muft be ex- 
“ aétly like that which preceded it, then the 
“© Devils muft be refum’d to Happinefs, feeing 
« that as there was no wretched Creature in the 
“© former Eternity, it follows thatthere fhall not 
“¢ be any in the latter.” 

Our Author acknowledges that this is a real 
Confequence of his Doétrine, and cannot fte 
above one Thing in it, which fhould ftartle any 
body, and that 1s, ** the Difficulty of conceiving 
‘ how Spirits bufied to the atmoft of their Ability 
*¢ in doing all manner of Harm to their Fellow- 
“ Creatures, fhould be in the Way of a Reftora- 
“ tion?” 

It is not eafy, as he owns, to give a dircé&t 
Anfwer to this: But as we are in a great meature 
ignorant of the Nature and Qualities of thofe 
Spirits which we call Devils, and do not through- 
ly underftand what kind of Evéf itis that they 
ftrive to inflict upon Man, as we cannot know 
how, and after what manner they fhallbe reftored, 
fo neither will our Inability to comprehend ir, 
warrant us to doubt in the leatt of its being fea- 
fible. : 

The fixth Letter is employed in replying to an 
Objection, which, without a fingle Circumftance 
to countenance it, is {uppofed to have been offer- 
ed by the fictitious Correfpondent, whom thefe 
Epiftles are addrefs’d to. It is not levelled againft 
the Truth of our Author’s Tenet, which it rather 
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| admits of; but againft the pernicious Tendency 
| ofit. % To what Purpofe is it to fet in too clear 


GC 


a Light Truths that may poflibly encourage 


| * Licentioufnefs and Remifnefs ; would it nor be 
| “ better to leave Mankind in an Error, that may 
|“ be a Means to awaken their Attention, and 
| “ lead them to Virtue?” The 
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The Solution of this Objeétion is tedioufly 


branch’d out into a great many Particulars, which 
may all be reduced to thefe two: Firff, We find 
by Experience that the Opinion of the Ezernity of 
Hell Torments produces no very remarkable Effeé& 
on thofe who profefs the Belief of it, nor proves 
‘a fufhcient Guard over their vicious Inclinations. 
The Fear of a violent Diftemper of twenty or 
thirty Years Continuance, would make a deeper 
Impreflion upon them. Secondly, The greater 
Difproportion there is between the Punifhments 
Men are threatned with, and their Crimes, or the 
Ideas they have formed to themfelves of the Mer- 
cy of God, the ftronger Temptation they are un- 
der, either to queftion the Truth of any fuch Pe- 
nalties at all, or to perfuade themfelves that they 
fhall not be expofed to fo dreadful a Cataftrophe: 
To rid themfelves of fuch uneafy and terrible Ap- 
prehenfions, they will ftudy for Arguments to 
qualify them, or endeavour to blot out of their 
Minds all the frightful Ideas that relate to them. 
Whereas, if inftead of afligning an infinite Dura- 
tion to thofe Torments which Sinners muft un- 
dergo, or at all determining the Extent of them, 
we fhould only affure them according to the ex- 
prefs Declarations of God, That there fhall be in- 
































dignation and wrath, tribulation and anguifb upon . 

every foul of man that doth evil, Rom. ii. 8, 9. 
and that in fo exa& a Proportion, That all fhall : 
C 






eat of the fruit of their own ways, and be filled with 


their own devices, Prov. i. 31. * it would then be 
impol- 








* T have tranfcribed thefe Texts immediately from the 
Bible, and affigned the Places of them. I have done the 
fame in many other Inftances of the like Kind throughout 
this Abftract: There is no depending upon our Author in 
this Cafe; he rarely quotes the Places of Scripture that he has 
Occafion for exaétly, and frequently leaves the Reader at a 
Lofs where to find them. : 
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impoflible for any Man who was not utterly {tue 
pid, to doubt whether this would not be his 
Cafe, to ftifle the Warnings of his Confcience 
concerning his future Condition, or not to ac 
quiefce in fo equitable a Judgment. So that up- 
on the whole it appears, That the Doétrine 
which the Objeétion fuppofed to be a fatal Opi- 
ate that lulls Sinners into a deftruétive Security, 
is by far the moft proper to awaken and excite 
them ; and that which has been commonly 
thought to have the only Influence that Way, 
has in the very Nature of it a quite contrary Ten- 
dency, by introducing either Infidelity, Security, 
or Defpair. 

We have now gone through the firft Part of 
thefe Letters, in which our Author propofes, 
and undertakes to prove his Opinion, of The tem- 
porary Duration of. Hell Torments. ‘There are fe- 
veral curious Points relating to it, that are hand- 
led in the fecond Part of them, which [ cannot 
pofibly comprife any Abftraé of within the 
Bounds of this Article. I will juft fet down the 
Heads of thems referving a farther Enlargement 
on them to fome future Opportunity. 

The viith Letter propofes to explain the diffe- 
rent Sentiments of Proteffant and Romij/h Divines, 
about the Condition of Souls after Death. 

The viiith confiders how we may be informed 
concerning the State ot feparate Souls, and what 
the Scriptures teach us upon this Head. 

In the ixth, certain Principles are examined, 
and Conclufions drawn from them, for illuttra- 
ting the Queftion. 

‘The xth is an accurate Enquiry, in what Senfe 
it is crue, That the Blood of Jetus Chritt clean/feth 
us from all Sin. 
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The xith contains Anfwers to the two follow- 
ing Objections; Firf, That if Hell is only a State 
of Purification, there will ftriétly {peaking be no 
Hell. Secondly, That this is placing the Souls of 
the Righteous with thafe of the Wicked *. 

The xiith examineth what fort of Pains thofe 
of the State of Purgation may probably be ; and 
whether the Habits we have contracted in this 
Life, will fubfift after ic. 

The xiiith is to fhew that the oppofite Senti- 
ments of Divines,are equally compatible with the 
Proof of the Purification and Reftoration, as they are 
here propofed. 

The xivth fets forth the practical Ufes that re- 
fult from the foregoing Difcourfes. 

The xvth and xvith are mere Repetitions of 
Things that have been before fufficiently difcuf- 
fed; and the xviith is a Parallel between the Let- 
ters and the Dialogues that precede them. 






















* Thefe Objections are both of them ftated fo very odly, 
that we may be confident our Author was not indebted for 
them to any other than his own Genius. As to the Fir/, 
Let the Nature of Hell be what it will, if it really exifts, it 
is ftri€tly fpeaking Hell. As to the Second, What Foundation 
can there be for it, feeing it is exprefly infifted on in the fore- 
going Hypothefis, That the Reftoration of the Damned will 
be the Confequence of their Purification. 











ARTICLE XXI. 
The Worxs of Anacreon, Tranflated 


into Enoitrsnu Verse; with Notes 


Explanatory and Poetical. To which are 
added, 
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added, the Odes, Fragments, and Epi- 
grams of Sappuo: With the Original 


Greek plac’d oppofite to the Tranflation. 
By Mr. J. Appirson.. London: Prin- 
ted for J. Watts, at the Printing-Office 
in Wild-Court, sear Lincoln’s-Inn- 


Fields; and fold by Joun Osrorne at 
the Golden-Ball iz Pater-nofter-Row, 


1735. 12m9. Page 279, befides the Life 
of Anacreon, &c. 


HE Englifo Reader will undoubtedly be 
pleafed, to have two of the moft admired 
Poets of Antiquity put into his Handsin the Drefs 
of his own Country; and thofe who are happily 
acquainted with their native Habit, in which ic 
muft be owned, their Beauties are more confpi- 
cuous than in the other, may fee them here in 
that alfo at their Pleafure ; and will find a double 
Satisfaction in this Piece, by the Opportunity it 
affords them, of forming an agreeable Eftimate 
of the comparative Graces of their different 
Clothings. ‘That which they originally wore, is 
without Queftion at once the moft ftately and 
charming; but that which is now made for them 
to appear in by turns, and which is defign’d to 
qualify them for the Converfation of fuch of the 
unlearned, as are capable of relifhing fo polite a 
Company, wants neither a Majefty nor Sweetnefs 
becoming the illuftrious Subjects of it. 

Our ingenious Tranflator, to render them ftill 
more familiar to the illiterate, has left nothing 
obfcure or obfolete about them, without a clear 
Aa 2 and 
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and copious Explanation of it in the Notes, with 
which he has enrich’d this elegant Edition. 

The Work is incapable of any Abftraét; but 
I thal! embellifh this Article with two Particulars, 
which will difcover the entertaining Nature of it. 
Thefe are the Lives of Anacreon and Sappho. 


The Life of Anacreon. 


ANACREON was born at Zeos, a Sea-Port 
Town of Jonia; but of what Parents is not agreed 
amongft Authors. ‘The’Time in which he flou- 
rifhed, is alfo a Matter of Difpute amongft the 
Learned. Swidas fixes on the s2d, and Eu/ebius 
on the 62d Olympiad. The Truth is, there is no 
Exaéinefs in the Chronology of the Greeks before 
the Rife of the Perfian Empire; it was not till 
long after that they began to reckon by the afore- 
mentioned famous iva; whence it is that we 
meet with fo much Uncertainty and Contradiéi- 
on in their Account of Things before that Period. 
As to our prefent Enquiry, Barzes’s Calculation 
. feems as correét as any, which places the Birth of 
our Poet in the fecond Year of the ¢sth Olym- 
piad, and the 29th before the Death of Cyrus. 
If fo, he was about Eighteen Years of Age when 
Harpagus, Cyrus’s General, came with an Army 
again{t the confederate Cities of the /onians and 
fEolians. The Milefians immediately fubmitted 
themfelves; but the Phoceans, a brave People, 
finding they were too weak to withftand the 
Enemy, chofe to abandon their Country, rather 
than their Liberty, and getting together a Fleet, 
tranfported themfelves and Families to the Coaft 
of France; where being hofpitably received by 
Nannus, who reign’d there, they built Mar/cilles. 
The Zeians {oon followed this generous Example 5 
for Harpagus having made himfelf Maiter of their 
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Walls, by the Advantage of great Mounts of 
Earth, which he raifed againft them, they unani- 
moufly went on board their Ships, and failing in- 
to Thrace, fix’d themfelves in the City Abdera; 
where they had not been long before the Thraci- 
ans, jealous of their new Neighbours, endeavour- 
ed to give them Dilturbance : And in thefe Con- 
fliéts it feems to be, that 4uacreon loft thofe of 
his Friends whom he celebrated in his Epigrams. 
It wasalfo in this Place that he compofed his 5 9th 
Ode, which, by the MscMy ceive cogov *, 
one may conjecture to be wrote whillt he was ftill 
very young. 

From hence he took a Voyage to the Court of 
Polycrates, Tyrant of Samos; at that Time, thro’ 
the Politenefs and Good-Fortune of its Prince, 
one of the gayeft and moft flourifhing in 4fa. A 
Perfon of dnacreon’s Charaéter, could not chufe 
but meet with a welcome Reception, wherever 
Wit and Pleafure were efteem’d ; and according- 
ly we find, by the Ancients, that he was fo high- 
ly honoured by Polycrates, as not only to be ad- 
mitted a Partner of his Diverfions |}, but even of 
his moft fecret Counfels. It was here he became 
enamoured of the beautiful Bathyllas, whofe Pi- 
cture he has fo finely drawnin his 29th Ode; as 
alfo of another Youth nam’d Smerdias, who, 
Maximus Tyrius tells us, was the Son of a Zhra- 
cian Prince, and prefented to Polycrates by fome 
Grecian Pirates. lian reports, that Polycrates 
was fo jealous of this laft Amour, as to order the 
Boy to be fhaved ; and that Azacreon compos’d 

Aa 3 an 


* See the third Line of the Exg/ifb Verfion. 

t+ I have changed Friendfbip here into Diverfjons. The 
Gradation from Friend/bip to a Communication of the moft fe- 
cret Counfels, is not large enough for the Emphafis our Au- 
thor lays upon it. True Friend/brp includes in it mutual un- 
referved Confidence. 
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an elegant Poem upon the Occafion, tho’ we 
have nothing now but the Remembrance of it 
remaining *. If we may believe Stobeus, he was 
no lefs a Philofopher in his Contempt of Riches, 
than he was a Poet in his Love of Pleature. That 
Author relates, that nacreon having received 
from Polycrates five Talents of Gold, could not 
fleep for two Nights after ; upon which he re- 
turn’d the Treafure, telling his Patron, that how- 
ever confiderable the Sum might be, it was not 
an Equivalent for the Trouble of keeping it. 
How long he continued at Samos is uncertain ; 
but it’s probable that the Friendfhip of Polycrates, 
and the Splendor of his Court, had Influence 
enough to detain him there the greateft part of 
that Prince’s Reign. This Opinion feems con- 
firm’d by Herodotus, who affures us, that Ana- 
creon of Teos was with the Tyrant in his Cham- 
ber, when he received a Meflage from Oretes, 
Governor of Sardis, by whofe Treachery he was 
foon after betrayed, and inhumanly crucify’d, fa- 
tisfying by his cruel Death, the Envy of an unin- 
terrupted Happinefs. 

It feems to be a little before this fatal Accident, 
that our Poet left Samos for Athens, having been 
invited thither by Aipparchus, one of the moft 
virtuous and learned Princes of his Time, who, 

as 


* Some late Writers have ftrenuoufly endeavoured to clear 
the Grecks from any criminal Imputations with refpeét ta 
thefe mafculine Amours ; while others more rationally fup- 
pofe, they fcarcely ever were free from unnatural Licentiouf- 
nefs. This Opinion is countenanced by the known Inclina- 
tion and Praétices of all the Southern Nations at this Day. 
Before the Gofpel of Chrift purified the Morals of the Greeks 
and Afiatics, this fort of Commerce was lefs odious even than 
Fornication is with us now; nor were any corporal Punifh- 
ments affix’d to it, but where they ufed Force to accomplifh 
their brutifh Inclinations. 'The Northern Countries are com- 
paratively Strangers to thefe monftrous Affections. 
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as Plato affures us, fent a Veffcl of fifty Oars to 
convey him over the “gean. But Hipparchus 
being flain by the Confpiracy of Harmodius and 
Ariftogiton, he return’d to his native Country eos; . 
(for atter the Death of Cyrus, the Zeians had been 
fuffered to re-inhabit their City unmoletted; ) 
here he remain’d till the Revolt of Aiiftieus, on 
account of which, as Swidas tells us, he was ob- 
liged once more to fly to Abdera, where he was 
{trangled with a Grape-ftone, in the 8yth Year 
of his Age. 

Befides his Favourites already mention’d, he 
had feveral other of both Sexes; as Megiffes, Eu- 
rypele, and Cleobulus, the lait of whom he cele- 
brates in his 63d Ode. He was alfo very much 
addiéted to Wine, if we may believe Ovid: And 
Paufanias has left us the Defeription of his Statue 
in a drunken Pofture; tho’ whether this Imputa- 
tion is not rather to be charged upon his Poetry 
than his Perfon, may be quettioned; and efpeci- 
ally fince the moral Plato has vouchfafed to call 
him the wife Anacreon. 

But a {mall Portion of his Works has efcaped 
the Malice of Time; for, befides Odes, he com- 
pofed Elegies, Hymns, and lambics. Some Wri- 
ters honour him with the Jnvention of the Lyre. 
How much he was the Delight of the Ancients, 
appears from thofe extravagant Praifes which they 
beftowed upon him ; particularly Horace, in that 
Paffage which is afhx’d as a Motto to this Work, 
and of which the following Lines area Tranflation, 

We vead Anacreon’s wanton Toys, 
Whilft they our Paffions gently move, 
No Envy blafts, no Age defiroys , 
Mind Sappho’s charming Lyre 
Preferves her foft Defire, 
And tunes our ravifh’d Souls to love. 
Aa + The 
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The Life of Sappho. 

SAPPHO, the moft celebrated Poetefs of An- 
tiquity, was a Native of Mirylene, the Capital of 
the olian Cities in the Ifland of Lesbos. Her 
Mother’s Name was Cleis, but who her Father 
was is uncertain, Suidas reckoning no lefs than 
eight Perfons who contended tor that Honour *. 

She flourifhed, according to the forementioned 
Writer, about the 42d Olympiad, and was co- 
temporary with Pittacus, Tyrant of Mitylene, 
and the two famous Poets Stefichorus and Alceus. 
The laft of thefe is faid to have been her Suitor 5 
and a Rebuke which fhe gave him is {till extant 
in Arifiotle. He informs us, that dlceus one Day 
accofting Sappho, and telling her he had fome- 
thing to fay to her, but was afhamed to utter it; 
fhe reply’d, Was it any thing good, and not rather 
fome Difbonefty, which you have conceived in your 
Mind, you would not be afbam’d to difclofe it. 

Diphilus, the Comick Poet, and Hermefianax, 
the Colophonian, affure us, that Anacreon of cos, 
was alfo one of her Lovers; but this Amour has 
been generally efteem’d too repugnant to Chrono- 

logy, to be admitted for any thing but a Poetical 
Fiction; and may ftill be confidered as fuch, not- 
withftanding Mr. Barnes’s learned Endeavours to 
prove the contrary. 

We have no Accounts by which we can judge 
of her Quality, whether fhe was of a noble or 
vulgar Extraétion ; for though Strabo tells us, 
that her Brother Charaxus traded in Wines from 
Lesbos to Aégypty we can conlude nothing from 

| thence ; 


* Whatever Ambition thefe Gentlemen might have to be 
reputed the Father of Sappho, fo many of them laying claim 
to that Honour, was a Circumftance of no great Advantage to 
the Reputation of her Mother C/eis’s Virtue. 
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thence ; for People of the beft Rank amongft the 
Ancients, employ’d themfelves in Traffick, and 
frequently us’d it as a Means to travel. So/on, 
when in Zg pt, defrayed his Expences by Com- 
merce, and Plato maintained himfelf there, ‘by 
the Oils which he fold. 

Befides Charaxus, fhe had two other Brothers, 
Larychus and Eurygius. The former fhe highly 
commended in her Verfes, for his Virtue and Ge- 
nerofity, and particularly for his having diftribu- 
ted Wine amongft the Mitylenians iu the Pryta- 
neum; but Charaxus fhe as bitterly inveigh’d a- 
gainft, for the extravagant Love he bore a noted 
Courtifan, called Rhodope. This Harlot is repor- 
ted to have been Fellow-Slave with the moft ex- 
cellent Fabulift op, and afterwards to have 
built one of the great Pyramids near Memphis *. 


Our 


* Tam ata Lofs to think what could give Birth to fo ridi- 
culous a Fiction. ‘This Whore lived in the Reign of Amajis, 
long before whofe ‘Time the Pyramid that is afcribed to her, 
was moft probably erected by Mycerinus, the Son of Chemuis, 
or as he is fometimes called Cheops. Some of the Grecians 
[ /emper Mendaces | broached this foolifh Story before Herodo- 
tus wrote his Hiftory, who, at the fame time that he quotes it 
after them, thinks they mutt be very ignorant, or very weak, 
to believe it. Diodorus Siculus, Strabo and Pliny, have all 
of them taken up fome fuch Tale, of the leaft of the three great 
Pyramids being owing to her, and given it an undeferved 
Place in their immortal Writings. Diodorus has it thus, Some 
Say that this is the Sepulchre of the Strumpet Rhodope, of whom 
Some of the Nomarche, or Prefeéts of the Provinces, being en- 
amoured, by a common Expence built this Monument to win her 
Favour. Jt feems their Courtfhip was not difturb’d with the 
leaft Tin@ture of Jealoufy. Strado copies this Nonfenfe from 
Diodorus, with no great Variation. The 34 Pyramid, fays he, 
is the Sepulchre of aCurtifan, made by her Lovers. He adds 
indeed, The Relation is altogether improbable, if we confider ei- 
ther ber Condition, or the infinite Vajinc/s of the Expence; it 
being a Work almoft beyond the Ability of a rich and potent 
Monarch, aud therefore by no means likely to have been perform'd 
by one of ber infamous Occupation. We thould think it an odd 
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Our Poetefs marryed one Cercolas, a Gentle- 
man of great Wealth and Power in the Ifle of 
fadros, by whom fhe had a Daughter, whom 
fhe named after her Mother Cleis ; but her Huf- 
band leaving her a Widow very young, fhe 
would never accept-of any fecond Match, not 
enduring to confine that Paffion to one Perfon, 
which, as the Ancients tell us, was too violent 
in her to be reftrained even to one Sex. Her 
Cenfures of Charaxus, we may prefume, were 
before her own Conduét lay fo open to Reproof. 
A little Fragment of hers acquaints us, that 
two of her Female Favourites were called this 
and Andromeda: The Names of the others, as 
delivered to us by Antiquity, are Zele/illa, Me- 
gara, Cydno, Mnais, and. Cyrene. But no one 
{eemed to have been the Object of her Admira- 
tion fo much as the lovely Phaon. At firit he 
was a kind of Ferryman, as is reported, and 
thence fabled to have carried Venus over the 
Stream, and to have received from her, as a Re- 
ward, 
way of engaging a Lady’s Affeétions at this time of Day, to 
build her a magnificent Sepulchre: But nothing delighted the 
Egyptians {fo much, as to fee their Canotapbia {umptuoutly 
raifed and beautified in their own Life-time. 

That indefatigable and accurate Traveller Mr. Greaves, de- 
{cribes this ftupendous Structure, ( rank’d amongft the Won- 
ders of the World, and fo unworthy of the infamous Name it 
is falfly dedicated to, ) in the following Manner. ‘* The third 
«s Pyramid ftands diftant from the neareft of the other two 
<* about a Furlong, upon an advantageous Height, and rifing 
«¢ of the Rock, whereby, at a good Diftance, it feems equal 
<< to the others, though the whole Pile is much lefs and lower, 
«* Tt feems to be all built of clear and white Stone, fomewhat 
«* choicer and brighter than that in either of the neighbouring 
«¢ Pyramids. There is no Entrance leading into it. Clofe 
‘* by its Eaftern Side are the Ruins of a great Building, 
¢* which had been of hewn Stone of a dusky Colour, and it’s 
<* likely enough was a Cloyfter. I take the Side of this Py- 
‘* yamid to be about 300 Feet, and the Altitude to have much 

f§ the fame Proportion. ” ) 
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ward, the Favour of growing the moft beautiful 
Man in the World. 

This ungrateful Lover having withdrawn him- 
felf into Sicily, to avoid her, fhe took a Voyage 
in Purfuit of him, and there, and upon that Oc- 
cafion, it’s imagined, fhe compofed her Hymn to 
Venus. But her Prayers being ineffectual, and 
Phaon ftill obdurate, fhe was fo tranfported with 
the Violence of her Paffion, that fhe was refolved 
to get rid of it at any Hazard. 

There was a Promontary in 4rcanania, called 
Leucate, on the Top of which ttood a Temple 
dedicated to Apollo ; in this Temple it was ufual 
for defpairing Lovers to make their Vows, and 
aftewards to caft themfelves from the Precipice 
into the Sea ; for ic was an eftablifhed Opinion, 
that all thofe who were taken up alive, would 
immediately find themfelves rid of their former 
Paflion. Sappho tryed the Cure, but perifhed in 
the Experiment. Some write, that fhe was the 
Inventrefs of the Cuftom ; but Strato tells us, 
that Cephalus was reported to have made the firtt 
defperate Leap. 

The Mitylenians had her Worth in fuch high 
Efteem, and were fo fenfible of the Glory they 
received from her being born amongtt them, that 
they paid her fovereign Honours after her Death, 
and coin’d Money with her Head for the Imprefs. 

Sapphick Vertes were her Invention; as was 
alfo, according to fome Authors, the Peéfis, an 
Inftrument of Mufick. She wrote nine Books 
of Odes, befides Elegies, Epigrams, lambicks, E- 
pithalamiums, and other Pieces; of which we 
have nothing remaining entire but an Hymn to 
Venus, and an Ode preferv’d by Longinus; but fo 
incomparable are thefe little Relicks, that they 
will always be fufficient to convince us, how 
| jullly 
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juttly fhe deferved thofe extraordinary Panegy- 
ricks *that have been always beftowed on her. 

Ovid \is faid to have imitated her very much, 
and particularly in that delicate Epiftle which he 
makes her write to the ungrateful Phaoz, the beft 
Thoughts of which he is fuppofed to have bor- 
rowed from her own Works, the tenth Mufe 
di€tating what the Roman Poet wrote. It’s cer- 
tain her Soul feem’d form’d of Love and Poetry. 
See felt the Paffion-in all its Warmth, and de- 
fcribed it in all its Symptoms. Horace calls her 
Mafcula Sappho, which Porphyrion explains of the 
Energy of her Poetry ; and Plutarch compares 
her to Cacus, the Son of Vulcan, who breathed 
out nothing but Flame. 


* Our Author fays here extravagant Praifes ; he did not 
confider that extravagant Praifes can never be ju/f/y deferved, 
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ARTICLE XXII 


CONSIDERATIONS upon fome paffages 
contained in two Letters to the Author of 
the Analyt, written in defence of Sir Maac 
Newton, and the Britith Mathematicians. 
By Philalethes Cantabrigienfis. 


N defending Sir Z/aac Newton, I thought 
proper to keep as clofe as poflibly I could, 
not only to the turn of thought, but even to the 
phrafe and manner of expreflion of that incom- 
parable Writer. He appeared to me to have fo 


| throughly confidered thofe parts of his works, 


efpecially, in which the foundation of his doétrine 


is laid down, to have weighed every word of 
| them with fo much accuracy and caution, and to 
| have delivered himfelf with fuch wonderful per- 


{picuity, to a reader who perufes him with the 


neceffary attention, that if I did not defpair of 


feeing the things he treated of, better expreffed 


by any Writer whatfoever, at leaft I thought ic 


utterly impoffible for me to do fo. Befides, what 


| Thad undertaken, was to defend what Sir J/aac 


Newton had written, not to alter it, much lefs to 


' mend it. 


This caution of mine, I reafonably hoped, 


would not have been difagreeable to any of thofe, 
| whom I was endeavouring to defend againft the 


attacks 
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attacks of a conceited and petulant Writer. But 
fo itis: I find fome-Perfons, and fuch,too as have 
greatly diftinguifhed themfelves in this part of 
‘Learning, are of opinion, that inftead of tollow- 
ing my Author fo clofely, I fhould have done 
better, and have come nearer to his do€trine, and 
to Truth, if Ihad deviated a little from his ex- 
preffion, which they efteem to be fometimes not 
{fo aecurate as were to be wifhed. _ In this they 
muft pardon me. I pay a great deference to their 
judgment; but a greater to that of Sir J/aac 
Newton; and a greater ftill to Truth. Thefe 
Gentlemen feem likewife to think, that I have 
not always hit upon the true fenfe of my Au- 
thor. And in this I fhall pay them that refpeé, 
to make their objections the fubjeét of a ftri& and 
careful examination. They may, I think, be all 
reduced to the three following heads. 






















J. My explication of Lemma. Lib. 1. Prin- 
cip. 

II. The fenfe of the Scholium ad Se& 1. Libr.I. 
Princip. particularly as to, 1. The doétrine 
of Limits, 2. The meaning of the term eva- 
nefcent, or vanifhing. 


III. The fenfe of Lemma 2. Lib. V1. Princip. 












I. As to the firft of thefe, if I comprehend 
the Objection rightly, it is briefly this, That by 
the words fiunt ultimo equales, I underftand, that 
the quantities do at laft become equal. Now, 
whether Sir J/aac Newton's words are by me tru- 











ly rendred into Englifh, may be left to the confi- f 





deration of every Reader. And whether what 
Sir J/aac here fays, be exactly agreeable to truth, 






will be judged of by thofe, who have throughly [ 
To 





weighed his demonftration. 
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To me it appears, that Sir //aac means by the 
words of the Lemma, and proves in his demon- 
ftration, not that the quantities, or ratio’s, are 
barely to be confidered as ultimately becoming 
equal, or are to be efteemed as ultimately equal, 
though, in reality, they can never have that pro- 
portion to each other; but that they do at laft 
become actually, perfectly, and abfolutely equal. 
And this, I think, will be evident from the Lem- 
ma itfelf, from the demonftration of it, and from 
the ufe that is made of it in demonftrating the 
fubfequent Zemmata, particularly the fecond, 
third and fourth. The Lemma itfelf runs thus. 

Quantitates, ut (P quantitatum rationes, que ad 
equalitatem tempore quovis finito conftanter tendunt, 
EP ante finem temporis illius propius ad invicem acce- 
dunt quam pro data quavis differentia, fiunt ultimo 
equales. 

I have already obferved (Letter 2. p. 88, 89.) 
that in this Lemma are contained the four follow- 
ing {uppofitions. 

1. That the quantities, or ratio’s, conftantly 
tend to equality, ad equalitatem conflanter tendunt, 

z. During fome finite time, that either hap- 
pens to be determined in any particular cafe, or 
elfe may be propofed and affumed at pleafure, 
tempore quovis finito, 

3. And come nearer together than to have any 
given difference, €9 propius ad invicem accedunt 
quam pro data quavis differentia, 

4. Before the end of that finite time, ante fi- 
nem temporis illius. 

If any one of thefe fuppofitions be omitted; 
much more if the fecond and fourth be left out; 
or if, with the Author of the dnalyf, we neg- 
le: the firft, fecond and fourth; we cin never 


| juftly come at Sir Z/aac’s conclufion, That, ac 


2 lait, 
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Jatt, z. e. at the end of the given time, during 
which the quantities, or ratio’s, were fuppofed 
to tend conftantly to equality, they become 
equal. 

To make this perfe€tly evident, let us illuftrate 
it by a familiar and eafy example of a variable 
quantity becoming ultimately equal to a fixed 
quantity, upon the foot of thefe four fuppofitions. 
Firft, fora fixed quantity, let us take fo much of 
the circular arch of a clock, defcribed by the ex- 
tremity of the hand, as is intercepted between 
the hour lines of 11 and 12. And let our varia- 
ble quantity be fuch part of the fame circular 
arch, as the extremity of the hand begins to de- 
fcribe at 11 o’clock, and continues to defcribe 
during an exact hour of time. Now, let us fup- 
pofe the clock to go fo well, as that, during an 
exact hour of time, the hand fhall not pafs the 
hour-line of 123; but fhall approach that hour- 
line within a diftance lefs than any affignable, be- 
fore the end of the hour. .Then will thefe two 
circular arches, 

1. Conftantly tend to equality, 

2. During an hour, 


























3. And will come nearer to one another than § 





to have any given difference, 

4. Before the end of the hour. 

From which it follows, that at the end of the 
hour, the two quantities muft become equal. 
For if they are not equal at the end of the hour, 
they muft have fome difference. And the point 
of time being given, the difference muft thea 
actually exift; and muft exift not variable and 
changing, as while the two quantities were tend- 
ing to equality; but permanent and fixed, the 
tendency to equality being now over; and confe- 


quently the difference muft be determinate and 
given. 
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given. Therefore the two quantitics did not 
come nearer together than that given difference 
before the given point of time, or beforethe end of 
the hour. Which is contrary to the fourth fup- 
pofition. 


Here I crave leave to make a few Obfervati- 
ons. 


1. By taking in the confideration of a finite 
time, Sir J/aac Newton is able to aflign a point of 
time, at which he can demonftrate the quantitics 
to be actually equal. 

2. Thereby he greatly affifts the imagination, 
in conceiving how the equality is brought to pals. 
For as he fuppofes a difference perpetually to fub- 
fift, before the expiration of the given time; the 
mind of the attentive reader, in contemplating 
that difference, contemplates likewife the remain- 
der of the given time correfponding to that dif- 
ference; and eafily conceives, that as the variable 
remainder of the time is gradually wearing away, 
the variable difference, by the firft fuppofition, 
muft wear away with it; and confequently, that 
they may both vanifh together. On both thefe 
accounts, this method feems greatly to exceed the 
method of the ancients, in perfpicuity, as well as 
in the concifenefs of the demontftrations, though 
this laft alone is to me an ineftimable advantage. 
For Ars longa, vita brevis. 

3. [tis not the meaning of Sir Z/aac’s conciu- 
fion, fiunt ultimo equales, that no difference what 
ever can be named, which the quantities fhall noc 
pafs. For that is not his conclufion; but is his 
third fuppofition, which, together with the reft, 
is laid down in order to draw his conclufion from 
it, That, at laft, 7. e. at the expiration of the 
given time, when the quantities no longer tend 
NoveMBER 173¢. Bb to 
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to equality, they become equal. In like manner, 
having fhown, in his demonftration of Lemma the 
eleventh, Ca/. 1. that two ratio’s may come nearer 
together than to have any given difference, he 
thence infers, by virtue of this firft Lemma, that 
thefe ratio’s ‘do at laft become equal. Likewife, 
in the fame Lemma, Caf. 3. having taught us, 
that two angles may approach nearer to equality, 
than to have any given difference, he thence con- 
cludes, by the fame firtt Lemma, that thofe an- 
gles at laft become equal. 

4. To fhew the ftrié& fenfe, in which Sir J/aac 
Newton underftands his quantities to become 
equal, it may be proper to obferve, that although 
the ordinate to a diameter of the Hyperbola be 
underftood, by fome other geometers, to become 
at laft equal to the fame line continued to the A- 
fymptote; yet that equality can never be proved 
by this Lewma. On the contrary, the Lemma is, 
with great judgment, fo worded, on purpofe, as 
neceflarily to exclude this and fach like cafes. 

For, though thefe two lines, viz. the ordigate 
ending at the curve, and the fame ordinate con- 
tinued to the Afymptote, do, 

1. Conftancly tend to equality, 

2. During any finite time that can be propo- 
fed, 

3. And come nearer to each other than to have 
any given difference: yet, 

. It cannot truly be faid, that they come thus 
near before the end of a finite time. 

For, let the time propofed be what it will, and 
let the velocity, with which the diameter flows, 
during that time, be ever fo great; yet that 
diameter will be given at the end of that time; 
and confequently, both the ordinate, and the part 


intercepted between the curveand the Afymptote, 
$. 
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i.e. the difference of the two lines, will be given 


at the end of that time; much more at any in- 
ftant before the end of that time. So that the 
fourth fuppofition in the Lemma will by no means 
fuit this cafe, and confequently the Lemma is not 
applicable to it. Nor can the demonttration of 
this Lemma poflibly be applied to this cafe; fince 
thefe two variable quantities can have no laft 
magnitude, and confequently cannot be fuppofed 
to have any laft difference. 

Much lefs can this Lemma be applied to two 
lines increafing together by equal additions, or 
with equal velocities, ad infinitum, and having 
from the firft a given difference. Yor that diffe- 
rence always continuing the fame, it is plain thefe 
lines cannot come nearer together than to have 
any given difference, ag they ought to do, by the 
third fuppofigion, in order to come within the 
fenfe of this Lemma. 

If it be {gid that, although the lines themfelves 
cannot approach to one another within leis than 
a given difference, yet the ratio of the two lines 
will approach nearer to the ratio of equality than 
any giyen difference: [I agree it will do fo; but 
not in a finite time, as it ought to do by the 
fourth fuppofition. 

But as Sir J/aac Newton has mentioned this 
cafe, I fhall endeavour to fhew on what account, 
and in what fenfe he does fo, when 1 come to the 
Scholium, wherein he {peaks of it. 

A fecond example, to illuftrate and confirm the 
explication of this Lemma, may be found in that 
immediately following. 

In the demonftration of which, I fuppofe my 
reader to have followed Sir J/aac Newton fo far, 
as to fee, that the rectangle A B/a is the difference 
between the infcribed and circumfcribed figures; 
Bb 2 and 
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and likewife to conceive that, as the number of 
the rectangles is increafed, and their breadth di- 






























































minifhed ad infinitum, that rectangle AB/a muft : 

grow lefs than any given quantity. It remains { 

therefore only to fhew him, how this may be 7 

brought within the cafe of the firft Lemma; : 

which is the difficulty at which Mr. Nieuwentiit 

formerly, and others have fince ftumbled. / 
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Let us imagine a point, as E, to defcribe the J rig 

line E A, with a continued motion, in the fpace — J] a 

of an hour. And let it be conceived that, in rin; 

every point of time during the hour, a rectangle, the 

as AB/a, is raifed upon AB, that part of the F equ 

line EA, which at that point of time is yet un- — the 

defcribed. Alfo, upon every other part of the F be 
line, equal to AB, let other re&tangles be erect- Fp; 






ed, as in the figure, at the fame point of time. 
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Ic is manifeft, that the magnitude of each of 
thefe reétangles will be perpetually diminifhing, 
and their number perpetually increafing ; and con- 
fequently the infcribed and circumfcribed figures 
will conftantly approach nearer together, during 
the hour. 

Alfo, fince we have fuppofed the whole line 
AE to be defcribed during the hour, it is evident 
that, before the end of the hour, the part unde- 
{cribed BA muft grow lefs than any given quan- 
tity. Confequently, the rectangle AB/a muft 
grow lefs than any given quantity before the end 
of the hour, 2. e. the difference between the in- 
{cribed and circumfcribed figures muft grow lets 
than any given quantity before the end of the 
hour. Then we have introduced into the cafe 
before us all the fuppofitions of the firft Lemma. 
For, 

1. The two figures tend conftantly to equality, 

2. During one hour, 

3. And come nearer to one another than to 
have any given difrerence, 

4. Before the end of the hour. 

Therefore, by the firft Lemma, they become 
equal at the end of the hour. 

If any man fhall fay, that a vight-lined figure, 
infcribed in a curvilineal one, can never be equal 
to that curvilineal figure; much lefs to another 
right-lined figure, circum{cribed about the curve ; 
I] agree with him. J am ready to own that, du- 
ring the hour, thefe figures are one in{cribed, and 
the other circumfcribed; that neither of them is 
equal to the curvilineal figure, much lefs one to 
the other. But then, on the other hand, it muft 
be granted me, that, at the inftant the hour ex- 

pires, there is no longer any infcribed or circumicri+ 
bed figure; but each of them coincides with the 
Bb 3 culvie 
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curvilineal figure, which is the limit, the limes 
curvilineus, at which they then arrive. 

If what I have faid upon this feeond Lemma, 
be expreffed with fufficient clearnefs; it will not 
be neceffary for me to enter intothe confideration 
of the third and fourth. It will be eafy for eve- 
ry reader to apply to them, fo far’ as is neceflary, 
what I have faid upon this. But the feventh 
Lemma requires to be confidered in a manner 
fomewhat different. 













a 









A. 













So 


In this Lemma Sir I/aac Newton has, with 
great skill and judgment, taken a method very 
different from what he had ufed in the other. 

His defign is to fhew that, when the chord 
AB, the arch ACB, and the tangent A D limit- 
ed by any fecant BD, come to vanifh by the co- 
incidence of the points B and A, their Jaft ratio 
is the ratio of equality. And in order to make 
this be more clearly conceived, he direés our ima- 
gination, not to thefe vanifhing quantities them- 
felves, but to others, which are proportional to 
them, and always preferve a finite magnitude. 
The former, tho’ we can eafily purfue them, and, 
as it were, keep them in fight, all the time that 


they are confidered as haying a finite magnitude 
and 
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and gradually decreafing, yet, when they arrivo 
at the point of evanefcence, do at once flip away 
and withdraw themfelves from our conception. 
It is of great ufe therefore, to contemplate their 
proportion, not in themfelves, but in other quan- 
tities permanent and ttable, which are always pro- 
portional to them, as in the finite chord Ad, the 
finite arch Acd, and the finite tangent Ady lis 
mited by the finite fecant bd, parallel to the for- 
mer fecant BD. Now, fince he has proved, in 
the preceding Lemma, that at the inftant of time, 
when the points A and B coincide, the angle 
BAD, or 6Ad, will vanith; it is eafy to con- 
ceive thar, in this cafe, the chord Ad mutt coin- 
cide with the tangent Ad, 7. e. thofe two lines 
muft become perfectly equal; and confequently 
the vanifhing lines AB, AD muft likewife, at 
the fame inftant of time, arrive at the fame pro- 
portion of a perfect equality. Nor ig it at all 
material to confider what angles the fecant bd 
makes with the lines AJ, Ad, before their coin- 
cidence, whether equal, or not. For when thofe 
lines coincide, the fecant muft make the fame an- 
gle with them both. 

This fame artifice of reprefenting to the ima- 
gination, finite and permanent quantities, inftead 
of evanefcent ones proportional to them, is con- 
tinued in the 8th and eth Lemma. 


II. I come now to confider Sir J/zac Newton's 
Scholium at the end of his Methodus rationum pri- 
marura &f ultimarum, with regard to two parti- 
cular points, in which I have the misfortune to 
yoy from fome other perfons. 

. The doctrine of Limits. 2. The meaning 
of de term evanefcent, or vanifhing. 
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_ 1. In order to treat clearly of the firft of thefe 
Thee it will be proper, in the firft place, to fix 
the fignification of the word limit, and alfo what 
is meant by the expreflion, attingere limitem, to 
reach or arrive at a limit. 

I apprehend therefore that, by the limit of a 
variable quantity, ismeant fome determinate quan- 
tity, to which the variable quantity is fuppofed 
continually to approach, and to come nearer to 
it than to have any given difference, but never to 
go beyond it. And by the limit of a variable ra- 
Lio, is meant fome determinate ratio, to which 
the variable ratio is {uppofed continually to ap- 
proach, and to come nearer to it than to have 
any given difference, but never to go beyond it. 
By arriving at a limit I underftand Sir J/aac New- 
ton to mean, that the variable quantity, or ratio, 
becomes abfolutely equal to the determinate quan- 
tity, or ratio, to which it is f{uppofed to tend. 

This being fettled, it will be of ufe to take no- 
tice, that there are two cafes of a variable quan- 
tity, or variable ratio, tending to fuch a limit, as 
we have been deicribing, 

In the firit cafe, the variable quantity, or ra- 
tio, will not only approach to its limit nearer than 
any given difference, propius affequi limitem quam 
pro data quavis differentia, but will actually arrive 
at its limit, will attingere limitem. 

In the fecond cafe, the variable quantity, or ra- 
tio, will only approach its limit within lefs than 
any given difference 5 but will never actually ar- 
rive at it. 

Now whether a quantity, or ratio, fhall arrive 
at its limit, or fhall-not arrive at it, depends en- 
tively upon the fuppofition we make of the time, 
during which the quantity, or ratio, is conceived 
conftantly to tend or approach towards its limit. 

For, 
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For, 1. If we take a given time for this con- 
ftafit-approach, and fuppofe thar, before the end 
ofthat given time, the quantity, or ratio, fhall 
approach its limit within lefs than any given dif- 
ference; then, by the firft Lemma, the quantity, 
or ratio, will a€tually arrive at its limit, will az- 
tingere limitem, at the expiration of that given 
time. 

2. [f we fuppofe this conftant approach to con- 
tinue longer than any affignable time, to continue 
without end, as in the boundlefs approximation 
of the Hyperbola to its Alymptote; then, al- 
though the quantity, or ratio, will approach its 
limit within lefs than any given difference, yet it 
will never afrive at it, it can never attingere limi- 
tem. 

As in the method of firft and ultimate ratio’s, 
as well as in his Philofopbie Principia, and his 
do&rine of Fluxions, both which are founded 
upon this method, Sir //aac Newton contents not 
himfelf with any the moft near approximations, 
but carries his demonftrations to the utmoft ac- 
curacy and Geometrick rigour; accordingly, eve- 
ry one of the examples he has given in the Lem- 
mata of this fection, are of fuch quantities, and 
ratio’s, as actually arrive at their refpeétive limits. 
Nor do I remember, that he has ever taken oc- 
cafion, to give an inftance of a quantity, or ratio, 
which never arrives at its limit, except one to- 
wards the latter end of the Scholium we are treat- 

ing of, and even that by way of illuftration only. 

It is the inftance I had before mentioned, of 
two quantities, having at firft a given difference, 
and increafing together by equal additions ad infi- 
nitum, which is introduced upon this occafion. 
He had juft before been guarding againft an ob- 

jection, which poffibly might by inadvertent rea- 
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ders be fometime or other brought againft his do- 
rine, as labouring under the abfurdity of admit- 
ting indivifibles; a fault, which I am.bold to fay, 
be was never guilty of, and the bare fufpicion of 
which he has endeavoured to prevent, both here, 
and in many other parts of his writings, with the 
utmott caution. 

The objection was, that if the laft ratio’s of 
evanefcent quantities could be affigned, the laft 
magnitudes of thofe quantities might likewife be 
affigned. 

He anfwers, No. For thofe laft ratio’s, with 
which the quantities vanith, ftriétly fpeaking, 
are not the ratio’s of the laft quantities, 7. e. of 
the laft determinate magnitudes of the quantities: 
But they are the limits, to which, while the 
quantities themfelves decreafe without limit, the 
ratio’s of thofe quantities do perpetually approach ; 
and to which thofe ratio’s may come nearer than 
any given difference; but can never pafs them; 
nor can arrive at them before the quantities are 
diminifhed ad infinitum. 

The thing, fays he, will be more clearly un- 
derftood in quantities infinitely great. If two 
quantities, whofe difference is given, be increa{- 
ed ad infinitum, their laft ratio, i.e. their limit, 
will be given, to wit the ratio of equality: But 
the laft, or greateft quantities, having that ratio, 
will not be given. 

Here it is eafy to perceive, that Sir J/aac never 


imagined the ratio of thefe quantities to arrive at f 
the limit, attingere limitem. If any one thinks [ 
otherwife, I would defire him to apply to this f 
ratio the words which had been ufed immediately 
before, in fpeaking of the ratio’s of evanefcent f 
quantities. Thofe, fays Sir Z/aac Newton, can- > 
not arrive at their limir, before the quantities are > 
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diminifhed ad infinitum. By parity of reafon, in 
this cafe, which is brought in only to illaftrate 
the other, the ratio of the two increafing quan- 
tities cannot arrive at its limit, before the quan- 
tities aré increafed ad infinitum. But can the 
ever be really and in fact incteafed ad infinitum ? 
Can they ever have 4 magnitude really infinite ? 
Really - Oa than afiy quantity that can be pro- 
pofed? No certainly. Neither therefore can their 
ratio arrive at its limit. But decreafing quan- 
tities may really and in fact be diminifhed ad infi- 
nitum : Fort they may vanifh and come to no- 
thing. The ratio therefore of thefe may arrive 
at its limit, though that of the other cannot. 
The fame reafoning is éafily applied to the café of 
the Hyperbola and its Afymprtote. 

z. The fecond doubt, that has arifen about the 
matter of this Scholium, relates to the fenfe, in 
which Sir J/aac Newton ufes the word evanefcent 
or vanifhing. 

That by the vanifhing of any quantities, is 
meant their paffing from exiftence to non-exi- 
ftence, from fomething to tiothing, is not difpu- 
ted. The only queftion is, whether the quanti- 
ties that vanifh, are underftood to fpend fome fi- 
nite time in vanifhing, or to vanifh in an inftant, 
or point of time; and confequently, whether 
they bear to one another ah infinite number of 
different fucceflive ratio’s, during the vanifhing, 
or one ratio only, at the point, of inftanr, of 
their evanefcence. 

And here I muft remark, that this difpute is of 
no other confequence, than only to determine, 
whether the fenfe, in which I ule the word eva- 
nefcent, or vanithing, confining it to an inftant 
of time, be aprecable to the fenfe it is ufed in by 
Sir Lfaac Newton. For, if the quantities vanith 
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in an inftant, and I take the only ratio with which 
they vanifh ; or they fpend a finite time in va- 
nifhing, and I take the laft of the ratio’s, which 
they fucceffively bear to one another during that 
time; {till the ratio, taken in either of thete ca- 
fes, will be one and the fame. 

Farther, I am free to own that, if the quan- 
tities {pend a finite time in vanifhing, it is abiurd 
to fpeak of the ratio, fimply, with which they 
vanifh. If I would be clearly underftood, I mutt 
fay the laft ratio. But then, on the other hand, 
iftheir vanifhing be confined toan in{tant of time, 
and confequently to one only ratio; it will be in- 
different for me.to fay, the ratio with which they 
vanifh, or the laft ratio of the vanifhing quanti- 
ties. And my ufing indifferently fometimes the 
one, and fometimes the other, of thefe expreffi- 
eas, would, to a caretul Reader, be a proof, that 
my intention was to confine the vanifhing to a 
fingle inftant. This proof therefore Sir J/aac 
Newton has furnifhed us with, that he ufes the 
word in that fenfe: For though he often joins 
the word ultima to ratio, to give emphafis to his 
expreffion, and to excite the attention of his rea- 
der; yet at other times he fpeaks of the ratio, 
with which the quantities vanifh, without the 
word ultima; as he does likewife of the ratio, 
with which the quantities begin to exift, with- 
out adding the word prima. 

If this proof be not thought fufficient, I would 
defire my Reader attentively to read over the 
comparifon in this Scholium, between the laft ve- 
locity of a body arriving at a certain place, where 
its motion ceafes, and the laft ratio of evanefcent 
guantities: And when he has carefully confidered 
thefe words in particular, meque antequam attingit 


locum, neque poftea, fed tunc cum attingit ; as allo 
the 
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the words illam ipfam velocitatem quacum corpus 
attingit locum ultimum, in the former cafe ; and in 
the latter, intelligendam effe rationem quantitatum, 
non antequam evanefcant, non poftea, fed quacum 
evane/cunt ; if he is not then of opinion, that the 
words attingit and evane/cunt, do both imply one 
fingle inftant, or point of time, I will not under- 
take to give him a plainer proof. 

But if any one fhall fay, that although the verb 
vanifh implies only an inftant of time, yet the 
participle vanifhing muft be underftood to relate 
to fome finite time, I can only reply, that fuch 
an affertion feems to me to contradiét the com- 
mon ule of language. And however this matter 
be taken, as I have carefully followed Sir J/aac 
Newton’s expreffion, it is but reafonable to hope, 
that the fame words, when ufed by me, will be 
equally allowed of, as when they are made ule of 
by him. 


Il{. The fenfe of Lemma 2. Libr. II. Princip. 

As the defign of this Lemma is to determine 
the proportion between either the moments, or 
the velocities of flowing quantities, upon which 
proportion the whole doétrine of fluxions depends, 
it will be neceflary in the firft place ro fettle the 
fignification of the word moment. 

By a moment Sir J/aac Newton underftands a 
momentaneous increment, or decrement, of a 
flowing quantity, proportional to the velocity of 
the flowing quantity. 

Here it is to be carefully obferved, that, as for 
the abfolute quantity or magnitude either of a 
moment, or of the time that a moment is gene- 
rated in, Sir //aac makes no enquiry about it. He 
only gives us to underftand, that it is le(sthanany 
finite quantity. All that he is concerned about, 
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is finding the firft propefition of the nafcent mo- 
ments, or the proportion with which the mo- 
ments begin to exift. And nafcent moments be- 
ing in the fame proportion, as the velocities with 
which they begin to exift, ¢.e. in the fame pro- 
portion, as the velocities of their flowing quan- 
tities; he teaches us, that it will anfwer the fame 
end, if inftead of the moments themfelves, we 
make ufe of their velocities, or of any finite quan- 
tities in the fame proportion with thofe velocities. 

Accordingly, in explaining the fenfe of his 
Lemma, he puts the letters a, b, ¢ to fignify ei- 
ther the moments, or the velocities, of the flow- 
ing quantities A, B,C. And this it behoves us 
to take particular notice of, becaufe thefe letters 
a,b,c do in the former cafe reprefent nafcent 
quantities, and in the latter ftand for finite mag- 
nitudes proportional to their refpeétive velocities. 
Of which remark we fhall fee the ufe by and by. 

There is likewife a third acceptation, in which 
we may take the quantities reprefented by a, J, c. 
For thefe letters may be underftood to reprefent 
the differences of Monfieur Leibuitz, as is plainly 
declared by the words fubjoined to the Scholium 
of this Lemma in the firft and fecond edition of 
the Principia. Where, after {peaking of his own 
method of Fluxions, and of the method of Diffe- 
rences, which at that time Sir J/aac {uffered to 
pais for the invention of AMdonfieur Leibnitz, he 
has thefe exprefs words, Utriu/que ({c. methodi) 
fundamentuim continetur in hoc Lemmaie. 

This being premifed, 1 come now to confider 
the demonftration of this Lemma; which with 
fingular art is fo worded, as to fuit thefe three dif- 
ferent fignifications of the letters a, b, and c. 

If they itand either for nafcent moments, or 
for finite quantities reprefenting velocities; the 
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demontftration, throughout all the cafes, will be 
perfectly juft and accurate to the utmoft rigor. 

If they ftand for differences; the demonttrati- 
on in the firft and moft fimple cafe will be per- 
fe&tly juft, as before. In the other more com- 
plex cafes, it will not indeed be perfeé&, becaufe 
fomething muft be rejected, as infinitely fmall. 
But then, what is fo rejected, will be infinitely 
{maller than that infinitely fmall quantity reje&ted 
by Monfieur Leibnitz. ‘The Reader will fee, 
that I fpeak here /ylo differentiaii. 

In order to make good thefe affertions, 1 pro- 
pofe to confider the demonftration in every one 
of thefe different lights. And perhaps it may be 
of ufe, in order to fee more clearly the defign and 
contrivance of it, if, in the firft place, we exa- 
mine how, and how far it may be applied to the 
differential method of Monfieur Leibnitz. But 
before this can be done, we muft a little confider 
what is meant by the word difference. 

Monfieur Leibnitz, though he tranfiently {peaks 
of his differences, as indivifible increments of va- 
riable quantities, as infinitely fmall, or lefs than 
any given quantity; yet when, a year or two af- 
ter the publication of Sir Z/aac Newton's Princi- 
pia, trom many jem om of which, it is probable, 
he might take occafion to reconfider his own 
principles, he comes particularly to explain him- 
felf about their magnitude, thinks he cannot 
more clearly exprefs himfelf, than by calling them 
¥ incomparably {mall. And to illuftrate his mean- 
ing, he inftances the diameter of the earth, as 
being a line incomparably {mall in regard of the 
extent of the heavens. From which it is plain, 
that Gentleman was not altogether fo bold, as 
fome of his Followers have fince been, in fuppo- 
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fing infinite and infinitely fmall quantities, as fix- 
ed, determinate magnitudes actually exifting. On 
the contrary, every one fees from this iniftance, 
that his differences were only finite quantities ex- 
ceedingly fmall. At leaft, as Sir Z/aac Newton 
never admitted of indivifibles, nor of quantities 
infinitely {mall, conceived as actually exifting in a 
fixed, determinate and invariable ftate; it is plain 
that, whatever notion Monfieur Leibuitz might 
have entertained of his differences, yet Sir J/aac, 
in making them the fubjeé of a geometrical de- 
monftration, could look upon them as no other 
than finite quantities exceedingly {mall, {uch as 
he himfelf calls guam minimas. 

Thefe differences therefore being regarded by 
Sir J/aac Newton, if not by Monfieur Leibnitz 
himfelf, as no other than exceedingly fmall finite 
quantities, we come now to fee how this-demon- 
{tration is to be underftood, when applied to the 
differential method, beginning with the firft and 
fimpleft cafe of that method, and proceeding to 
the more complex. 










































If the variable lines A and B, increafing uni- 
formly, z.e. each of them receiving equal aug- fF , 
mentations in equal portions of time, have for F - 
their differences, the quantities 4 and 4: the reé&- ‘ 
angle AB, formed by thofe lines A and B, will F 
have for its contemporary difference, the quanti- F * 
ty a2B-+D)A. 

In order to demonftrate this, we may fuppofe, B '" 

1. That the differences a and dare thus uni- FF ™ 
formly generated in a given time. at 

2. That the fides of the variable re€tangle at- B th 
tain their re{pective magnitudes A and B, exa@t-— th 
ly at the middle inftant of that given time. re] 

From which two fuppofitions it follows, that, - 

do 






as halt the given time is elapfed, betore the in- 
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be 


{tant when the fides of the rectangle arrive at the 
magnitudes A and B; fo likewife half of the dif- 
ferences 4 and 4 are generated before that fame in- 
ftant: And that in the other half of the given 
time, which paffes after the fides are arrived at 
the magnitudes A and B, the remaining halves of 
the differences a and d are generated. 

Therefore, at the beginning of the given time, 
the fides were of the magnitudes A — : a and 

—b; and the re€tangle was of the magnitude 
A—t4axb—+b. 

And at the end of the given time, the fides are 
of the magnitudes A-+-za and B+ 24. and the 


rectangle is of the magnitude A-+72xB+3 3. 

And as by fubducting the magnitudes of the 
fides at the beginning of the given time, viz. 
A—iaand B—z4, trom the magnitudes of the 
fides at the end of the given time, viz. A+ ia 
and B-+-+4, we obtain a and 3 the differences of 
the fides generated during that given time: 

So, by fubduéting the magnitude of the reét- 
angle at the beginning of the given time, viz. 
A-—+4xB—z0, from the magnitude of the 
rectangle at the end of the given time, viz. 
A+74xB+7%4, we fhall obtain 2B+44A, the 
difference of the rectangle, generated during the 
fame given time. 


This proceeding therefore of Sir J/zac Newton, 
in fuppofing one half of the differences to be ge~ 
nerated, betore the inftant of time when the reét-' 
angle is of the magnitude AB, and one half after 
that inftant, gives a2B +A, the difference of 
the rectangle, abfolutely juft and exact, without 
reje&ting any part of that difference, as inconfi- 
derable on acconnt of its {mallnefs. And this it 
does, whether the differences a and 4 are fuppo- 
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fed to be exceedingly fmall, or of any finite mag- 
nitude, 

But Monfieur Le:buitz, in fuppofing the whole 
difference to be generated, after the inftant of 
time when the rectangle is of the magnitude AB, 
finds aB+bA-+ab for the difference of the 
rectangle; and is obliged afterwards to reject the 
quantity a4, as being infignificant, or incompa- 
rably {mall with regard totheother termsaB +-dA. 
His method therefore plainly appears to_be lefs 
exact than Sir J/aac Newton’s, in this firft and 
fimpleft cafe of the differential method. 

And this fame obfervation will eafily be found 
to hold good in a fecond cafe, which, though 
fomewhat more complex than the former, yet 
cqually falls within the fenfe of the demonftrati- 
en we have been confidering. That is, when 
ihe Sides A and B do not flow uniformly, but 
yet flow proportionably, ¢. ¢. in fuch manner, as 
that the firft half of the difference of A is gene- 
rated in the fame time, as the firft half of the 
difference of B is generated; and the latter halves 
of thofe differences are likewife generated in the 
fame time with each other; although the firft 
time be not equal to the fecond time, or the whole 
time of generating the whole differences be not 
bifected, at the inftant that the fides attain the 

r agnitudes Aand B. 

it muit be owned indeed, that, in the more 
complex cafes of reétangles, ‘when the fides vary 
neither uniformly, nor yet proportionably, or, 
which amounts to the fame thing, in the cafes of 
more compound quantities, whole fides flow uni- 
formly, or proportionably, as in Caf 2. of Sir J 
faac’s demonttration, this contrivance of fixing 
an inftant of time, before and after which one 
half of the difference of each fide fhall be gene- 

rated, 
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rated, is not fufficient to obtain, upon the prin- 
ciples of Monfieur Leibnitz, a difference pertect- 
ly en. Still there will be fomething to rejeét 
as incomparably fmall. But then this quantity 
rejected as incomparably fmal!, will be incompa- 
bly fmaller than that rejected by Monjieur Leib- 
nitz. Of this it may be proper to give a few in- 
ftances. 

In the variable quantity ABC, whofe fides 
flow uniformly, or proportionably, the difference 
taken, according to Monjieur Leibnitz’s method, 
is aBC+JAC+cAB+ a4bC+acB+5cA 
+abe: out of which are rejected the terms 
abC+acB+bcA+acb. 

The difference of the fame quantity taken by 
this way of Sir J/aac Newton, is aBC+6AC 
+cAB+44bc; out of which is to be rejected 
only the lait term 422c, which is incomparably 
{mall in refpect of what is rejected by Monfeur 
Leibuitz. 

In the cube A’, the difference found by Mon- 


fieur Leibnitz’s method, is 3 A*a+ 3 Aa’ @}, 


and the two laft terms are rejected. 

But the difference found by this courfe of pro- 
ceeding of Sir L/aac Nez wie only 3 A*a+ ga's 
and only the laft term is rejeéted, which isincom- 
parably {mall with regard to 3 Aa* -+- 43, the 
terms rejected by Monjfieur Leibuitz. 

In A* Monfieur Leibnitz’s difference is 4 A?a + 
6 Ata*+ 4 Aa? + at; and the three \aft termsare 

rejected. 

The difference to be found in following Sir 
aac Newton, is 4 A*’a-+- Aa’; and only the laft 
term is rejected, which is incomparably {mall in 
refpect of 6 A*a* + 4. Aa>-+-a4 

: like manner, it will be found, that in every 
power of A, the quantity rejeéted by Monfieur 

Cc2 Leibnitz 
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Leibnitz as incomparably fmall, always includes 
the fecond power of a, or a*; whereas the quan- 
tity to be rejeéted in purfuing Sir Z/aac Newton's 
method, never includes any thing greater than 
the third power of a, or a?. But a is incompa- 
rably {mall in regard of a’. 

This courfe therefore taken by Sir Z/aac New- 
ton, to find the difference of variable quantities, 
though not rigoroufly geometrical in the higher 
cafes, yet approaches nearer to geometrick rigor 
than the method ufed by Monfieur Leibnitz ; 
which is what I had given the Author of the A- 
nalyft to underftand in my firft Letter, pag. so. 
But poffibly it will be thought, I have fpent more 
time about this matter, than it deferves. Let us 
therefore proceed to confider this demonftration, 
as relating to Sir //aac’s own method. 

It is evident that in Caf. 1. Sir L/aac Newton 
fuppofes one half of each moment, a and 4, of 
the variable fides, AandB, of the rectangle, AB, 
to be generated before the inftant of time, when 
thofe fides arrive at their refpective magnitudes 
A and B; and the other half of each moment to 
be generated after that inftant. From which fup- 
pofition he plainly demonftrates, by the fteps we 
have already confidered, that, while the fides of 
the rectangle generate their refpective moments 
aand 4, the rectangle it felf generates its contem- 
porary moment aB+/A. 

In this there can be no difficulty, while the 
fides of the rectangle flow either uniformly, or 
proportionably ; in one of which fenfes Sir J/aac’s 
Caf. 1. is naturally to be underftood. | 

But in Cafe 2, where the moment of ABC is 
determined, a little difficulty may occur to thofe, 
who have not the doétrine of prime and ultimate 
ratio’s in their thoughts. It is, that if A Band€ 
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are fuppofed to flow uniformly, or proportiona- 
bly, then AB, or G, cannot flow either uniform- 
ly, or proportionably, to C; fince it mutt flow 
with a velocity, at leaft, uniformly accelerated. 
Confequently, when C wanted half its moment, 
tc, Gould not want half its moment, 7g, or 
7 4B+4)A, as it ought to do, inorder to make 
this cafe come within Caf 13 fince it muft really 
have wanted, not more than the quantity :4B-+- 
+bA=—=7ab. Alfo, when Chas gained the other 
half of its moment, z¢, G will have gained more 
than half its moment, 7g 3 fince it will really 
havegained, at leaft, the quantityi4@B+72A 
+ ab. 

But this objection is eafily removed, by confi- 
dering, that the two quantities, a B-+-7b Am 
474b,& ta B+7bA-+3 6), do really come to 


an equality with each other, when aand 3 are di- 


minithed ad infinitum, by Lemma. Libr. t. 
Princip. which is what I had afferted in my firft 
Letter, p. $3, and is agreeable to the demonftra~ 
tion given in p. 85, 86. of my fecond Letter to 


| the Author of the Analyft. 


We come now to confider the third fenfe, in 


_ which this demonftration may be underftood, by 
| taking aandd for finite lines, proportionable to 


the velocities of the flowing fides Aand B. And 
here if we fuppotle, 

1. That the lines a and 4, are portions of the 
fides A and B, and are generated uniformly in 
fome finite time. 


2. That the fides of the reétangle attain the 


magnitudes AandB, exactly atthe middle inftant 


of that finite time: 


We may, by purfuing the Steps of the demon- 
ftration, obtain the quantity 4B +A, which 
will be the augmentation of the rectangle, gene- 
Cc 3 ras 
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rated in the fame time with aandb, the augmen- 
tations of the fides. 

It remains therefore only to fhew, that this 
augmentation a B + b A, 1s proportional to the 
velocity of the rectangle AB. 

And here it is firft to be obferved, that, al- 
though this quantity 4B -+-d Ais generated inthe 
fame time with the lines a and 4, yet it is not ge- 
nerated, as thofe lines, with an uniform velocity, 
but with a velocity uniformly accelerated during 
that time. 

But then it is well known, that the fame quan- 
tity will be generated in the fame time, either by 
a velocity uniformly accelerated during that time, 
ot by the velocity taken at the middle inftant of 
that time, and uniformly continued during the 
whole time. 

Therefore by the velocity of the retangle, ta- 
ken at the middle inftant of the given time, 2. e. 
by the velocity of the rectangle AB, if it were 
continued uniformly, the quantity, aB-+ dA, 
would be generated in the fame time, as the lines 
aand b are uniformly generated : Therefore the 

quantities 2B-++-4A, ax1, and bx1, fince they 
might be uniformly generated, in the fame time, 
by the velocities of their refpective flowing quan- 
tities A B, A x1, and Bx1, mutt be proportio- 
nal to thofe velocities. 
We have therefore fhown, that in this eafieft 
































and fimpleft cafe of a flowing rectangle, when f 





the fides flow uniformly, the proportion between 
the velocities of the fides, and the velocity of the 
rectangle, is truly determined in the demonftra- 
tion of Caf. 1. by Sir L/aac Newton. 

And if we take a cafe more complicated, a: 
that of GC in Caf. 2. of this demonftration, of 


any other cafe af a rectangle, whofe fides we 
wit 
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with velocities unequally accelerated, or retarded, 
in any manner whatfoever, it will be eafy to re- 
duce fuch a cafe to that we have been confider- 
ing, of a rectangle whofe fides flow with uniform 
velocities. 

For let CD be avariable re€tangle, whofe fides 
C and D flow with velocities howfoever accele- 
rated or retarded: And at a given inftant of time, 
when the fides attain the exact magnitudes C and 
D, let their prefent velocities be in the propor- 
tion of the finite lines ¢ and d. 

Alfo, let AB be another variable reétangle, 
whofe fides A and B, at the fame given inftant, 
are refpectively equal to the fides C and D, but 
flow with uniform velocities relpectively equal to 
the prefent velocities of C and D, and which 
may confequently be exprefled by the finite lines 
aand 4, refpectively equal to the finite lines ¢ 
and d. | 

It is manifeft, that fince the fides C and D, 
A and B, are refpectively equal in each rectangle, 
and their velocities are likewile refpectively equal, 
the rectangles themfelves, C D, A B, are equal 
to each other, and their velocities are likewife 
equal. 

But the finite quantities ax 1, dx 1, andaB 
+ A, are proportional tothe velocities of Ax 1, 
B X 1, and A B, retpectively. 

Confequently the refpectively equal finite quan- 
tities ¢ x 1, dx 1, and ¢c D+dC, are proportio- 
nal to the refpeétively equal velocities of C x 1, 
Dx 1, andC D. ; 

From all which it appears, that Sir //aac Nev- 
ton’s demonftration holds good, when finite mo- 
ments, 7. ¢. finite quantities proportional to the 
velocities, are fubftituted in the room of evane- 

Cc 4 fcent 
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{cent moments, as I acquainted the Author of the 
Analyft in p.. 74. of my fecond Letter. 


ARTICLE XXIL 


State of Learning. 


HAGU E; 


I. A Drian Moetjens publifhed Propofals fome 

time fince, for printing by Subf{cription, 
a new Edition of The Prefent Views, Interefis and 
Claims, of the feveral Potentates of Europe, by 
Mr. RovsseErT, in 3 Volumes, in 470, with 
large Additions. It was defign’d that the firft 
Volume fhould be ready in September, 1735. The 
Price to be twenty Florins the {mall Paper, and 
forty for the large. Mr. Moetjens prints likewife 
at the fame time a Supplement to the firft Edition, 
containing the dditions which the Author has 
now made to it. Thole who fubfcribe for the 
Supplement alone, pay down three Florins in hand, 
and two Florins, ten Sols more, when it is delt- 
vered to them. 


II. Peter de Honde, a Bookfeller of this Place, 
is printing in Folio the third Tome of Difertati- 
ons Hiftorical, Critical, Theological and Moral, on 
the moft remarkable Events recorded in the Scriptures 
of the old and new Teftament ,; begun by the late 
Mr. Saurin, Minifter of the Gofpel here, and 
continued by Mr. Rogues, Paftor of the French 

I Church 
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Church at Bafl. This Impreffion will be em- 
bellifhed with feveral beautiful Cuts and Orna- 
ments of that kind, engraved after the Defigns 
of Meff. Host, Houbraken, and Picart. Here 
are to be had likewife, 

1. The fifth and fixth Volumes of thefe fame 
Differtations, in Offavo. 

2. An hundred new Novels, by Madam Gomez: 
Eight Volumes, Duodecimo. 

3. A new Edition of The Political and Military 
Reflections of the Marquis de St. Croix, two Vo- 
lumes, Ofavo : In which the Caftrations of the 
Paris Edition are inferted. 


AMSTERDAM. 


Eff. Fanffon and Waesberge have lately pub- 

lifhed the fecond Tome of the fixth Vo- 

lume of Critical Ob/fervations, &c. containing, 

Il. 7.4. W.S. Obfervationes quedam critice in 

Salluftium de Bello Jugurthino: II. Od/ervatio- 

nes €f Emendationes ad Xenophontis Ephefiaca. 

ILL. Obfervationes in Sulpiciz Satyram. 1V. Ant. 

Gallandi Epiftole. WV. Animadverfiones ad Hefy- 

| chium. VI. Ob/ervationes in Ovidium. VII. Py- 

thagore KYAMOS. VIII. Philetze Od/erwationes 

in ambos Philes. IX. Propertii Locus tentatus. 
Epigramma emendatum ex Pithoci Cataleétis. 


MILAN. 


Ather Gratioli of Bologna, regular Clerk of 

the Congregation of St. Paul, is going to 
oblige the Publick with a Defcription of the an- 
cient Buildings of this City ; it will be enrit’led, 
La Defcription des anciens Edifices de la Ville de 
Milan. At will be enrich’d with a great Number 
of Copper-Plates. VITRECHT, 
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UT RE C st. 


HE three following Books are juft pub- 

lifhed here by ohn Broedelet. 1. The fifth 
and lait Volume of THEsAuRus JurIs RoMANI, 
continens variora meliorum Interpretum Opu/fcula, in 
guibus Jus Romanum emendatur, explicatur, illu- 
firatur ; itemque Clafficis aliisque Auttoribus, haud 
varo Lumen accenditur, cum Prefatione EVERARDI 
Orronts, in Folio. Il. J. Voorpa Jéti €? Ante- 
cefforis Trajettini, Interpretationes €f Emendationes 
Juris Romani. Quibus accedit ejufdem Oratio pro 
Decretalibus Pontificum Romanorum Epiftolis. Oc- 
tavo. III. H. Nieuport Aituum qui olim apud 
Romanos obtinucrunt, fuccintta Explicatio, ad In- 
telligentiam Veterum Austorum facili Methodo con- 
fcripta. A new Edition with confiderable Addi- 
tions, and more correét than any of the former, 


in Offavo, with Cuts. 


LONDON. 


HE two following Books are lately arriv’d, 

and fold by Meff. Znnys and Manby at St. 
Paul’s, and by Charles Hoguel and Comp. near 
Somer /[et-houfe in the Strand. 


I. Jo. Avs. Fasricu Bibliotheca Latina media 
Ef infime etatis, Libri 1X, X, & XI. 8v0. Ham- 
burgi. 


II. Jo. Curisr. Woxrim Cure Philologie & 
Critice in NovumTeftamentum. 4to. Tom.4. which 
compleats the whole Work. 
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Thefe foreign Books are alfo lately imported, 
and fold by Paul Vaillant over-againtt Southamp- 
ton- Street 1a the Strand, and by Meff. Junys and 
Manby at the Weft End of St. Paul's. 


I. De Spiritualitate &9 Immortalitate Anime bu- 
mane: Oratio ab uno ¢ Magiftris facre Facultatis 
Parifienfis. 4to. Paris. 1735. 


II. Onzieme €F Douzieme Difcours contre Tes 
Impies €f les Fondemeus de I Impiete moderne, par le 
P.de la Bleterie, (principalement contre l'Uranie 
de M. Voltaire) 12m0. Paris 1735. 


III. Voyages faits principalement en Afie dans 
XII, XT, XIV & XV Siecles, accompagnez de 
l Hiftoire des Sarafins €f des Tartars &f Precedez 
a’une Introduttion concernant les Voyages €§ les nou- 
velles Decouvertes des principaux Voyageurs par 
Pierre Bergeron. 4to. a la Haye 1735. Annales 
minorum feu trium Ordinum aS. Francilco Lnftitu- 
torum, auttore Luca Wadingo. Editio fecunda, 
accuratior €P locupletior, Opera &f Studio Jofephi 
Fonfeca. 9 Vol. fol. Rome 1735. 


IV. Caroli Sigoni Opera. Tom. 4. fol. 1735. 


V. Ejufdem Hiftoria Ecclefiaftica. 2 Vol. 8vo. 
feorfim. 





N. B. I. Emoires du Comte DE CoMMINGE. 
1270. Paris. 


II. Caufes celebres &F intereffantes ou Hiftoire des pias 
fameufes Caufes qui ayent éte plaidees devant les Par- 
2 lements 
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Jements de France avec les Fugemens quiles ont decidés. 
6 Pol. 12mo. 


III. Obfervations fur la Comedie &F fur le Genie 
de Mouiere. Par Riccoboni. 12m. 


IV. La Vie de MARIAMNE, par Marivaux 
troifieme partie. 


V. Reflexions Critiques fur les Hiftoires des anci- 
ens peuples. Par Mr.¥Fourmont. 2 Vol. 4fo. 


Thefe five likewife fold by Mr. Vaz//ant in the 
Strand. 





